BRI —6

VI IR K i 35 5 i 0 38 &t

RE B L L P

H R
1. = R P T Py 137 3.1 I & UEIBRETEYE «oevrerrenrinieiiann 154
2. MBI {HREETT o orveeeoersirtnetneneneaeeen, 138 3.2 BRIKERCODIEIEHERE o orerernemis 158
2.1 FEBITGFRSD woveevererrmrereiersrienintesninasnianiens 138 3.3 MEBAEERIDTE rooereerererremernemnrrennenenens 160
2.2 HHEBER «-ocereeree s 140 4, TRAKBRHRITISIT BIREEEE) - vvveerenenn et 164
2.3 BAEEBEE— AU b v, 142 4.1 TKBEEESUHE & BBEZRTERE vererrrreserseeinerennne 164
2.4 FETT e 145 4.2 Z%?}(EEFP’C(DE-ELE#_EE .............................. 168
2.5 FIBETT ceeererrerrereeniii 148 4.3 MEIEEREIDTE «oorreeeremmsrainn, . 170
2.6 ﬂgﬁ;aﬂ:‘ ................................................ 150 4.4 y&;kﬂgm‘tﬁg#a)%ﬁﬁg .............................. 170
3. E/KiRicBir 2 iEEEES)-- PP 154 5. & = LR PRI 172
1. # &

1960 E A HARAO KEULA S, & C20FEOMCHAMERSL F v 2T HEMIESESh, BTl F v
BOMEKE LIFAED L RT3 LREDORENRT B0 2 OKB LIS » THEEL, BE B4 ORENRES
RTERD, FEREEL FOFOEERTS Lit>T\wbo DX 5 HiBIEAMOEBEEEOEENT, —BICHE
B RVCASBEEENEWEELR T3 X 5L, BHECEL QIR TRAD R - 1o « D
BEHR TV Do BIRAREMTRIEL IV E L THMERKBLLTL 5 EME 300m HVE & it L 2R
$EOMERIBLARESREC LY, o THEN, ENSCHT B REEOEERIRBMILD LS5k TH
foo BOEIXMBOKIMED LI BT, MM AILUHELTLNGH, LPCHREDCRERY R T 2 MAML <
T h, HEPY - EA - BRSO L5 e AMOBET 2 BIRCKT 5B EBOREMOEL D b %  OMEY
BLTWbHoe DL MIT—HBEPEHRELAYE.TL, REWOBRSIZIVEHENELZZ LB DK
LM bic b0 1978507 5 v AFhTD “AMOCO CADIZ” DEB#HHEHI LD X WHITH S0 ‘

LIZAHT, MBBRKIBEPRABDO X 5%, Wb BFHBAKRERTTHHE, FEFHRKRCHESRTHEET 2 X
i,

(1) WBEOER LBMAERSRH EMINT 5,

@ MBEOWTEMSEML, MECE T Y anELT5,

(3 MECERTAIENBIVE— 2 v P BT 5,

BHETOIhDe ThbDHARBELTRES L OWELRThil, BekE—E, KKig—EHcisit 3B eE
THWMBNETH2EFEMEL LTI RB LD RO AR INTV AR I 5REbh b, —HFREMBELLT
Rz ofie, MORTKEOKEELLRBIBELLEE L RENOIEEEREL I U &35 ERIEO g
bELUARALERERTHY, ThbROVWTRAES  OWRENTEA TV ARIECSEFDOREMNLER
RTWBEIATHBo ‘

STCAE TN EOHMBECE L TREE TLBbRREL S L, MOBRMIEC RT3 KBS KEIED
MBCOWTOEBEXRRBZ LeTho TH 2 HiCREMART R 2 MElERT 3D DR B
BIUZORHCOWT, #3MRBRARCET 5B0HREEE, BIEkE, BEEEHOTEHBEOWT, 8

¥ AMKFE TS '

AR R R AT E B Y AE SR

141



4 EiCE AR P BT 5B OWTRN B

2. MELCHCRKEND

2. 1 Eﬁﬁfiﬁ”‘m

LER - TS EBEEER AR, EAOERKRY BB THRAL TV AHE0 O TH B, HIRKRE K
DL, KEDE, EHEL YOBEYERTHZ LALEC/ARBL, i, 2V IKKTOMREDTEY,
BELEEIT GEVCERTThh 3L 5 RADDT, fRLOTHEIERCKS.

SRR T B 7o dIcE UT < BIREEER~D Lo X 5 k<« 0P Bz, FEAVOR T 2ERHRR
BT, FEOGEHOTAE LTEIFELB b0 HIuE, MBS 2MTTHCDTELSENT O X 5
2, FrwBEr o mahinbit b 0bHbe

£ & DU, YEbE, PIiE, EEZCRT 5 HRAR L L CORE, &%m%ki&ofubm HIRKIE DR
B 52 HEE, BAPEL, RERTEL S 2 SUBEVCERTO bank suction O 2 orf{iEIhBo #
5T, =02 ODHEMNMECE bR S B E K, HEKEEL TRENLIDEELDR S,

L AKIRIC B\ TRIER— R B OB AT, B L oFE e, EHHEXOBITEKERKRD
BEALALT, FEORENBABED DKL VETHE Eic Do RAKBOEHAR, bank suctionik
L2 b Do MABIABCEKTHEEENEVOT, BABELEBRTHZ LHAVECK S,

HRKIRIC s\ i, BIERCHEOEREN AR B0 T, EETHATSZ &%V £ TUT TR,
Bies LbhbicWRY Fy=0CoOMBEL L, ¥, ol

canal wall
heave, pitch Lt OBHIERTHZ LT 30 AN NN NN N N NN N NN NN
Fig. 2.11RT, fIBEAFIT CEBROBRKE & M1T 0-£n: Fixed in space
THROEHHBRALELD LRDLIIL%. G-xy: Fixed to the ship
du _
m( 7 —7v)—X o ¢ ¢
1y o -
d - rN
m( d;l +m>=y e 2.1 ‘L
dv __ ‘ X
Ty =N - y u,X \"\t
P N N
AN X, Y, N, BOMEE (4, 0, 9, EE®, SN S Y Y et wan
v, ), MEfS, RURKEATO O B9 & 28 Fig. 2.1 Coordinate system for describing the
g DB E Do ThEKBhRYELT D EFRE motion of a ship traveling in a canal.
(u=U, t=¢t=y=r=0=7=¢=0) KO\ T TaylorBB] . 4)
L, REDEARTUESEEXER TS LRANELhD.
(m—Xa) Z:‘ =X, u+Xy

(m-Yy)

Z;} =Yoo v+ (Yp—mUdr+Ys:0+Y e p+Yyd+Yne

............ (2.2)
(Iee—N#) Z: =Ny v+ N, v+ N6+ Nyep+ Ny +Nur r

Xne, Yur, Nyt BBROERXEH T
@.DRL, 5ODUBER %, v, 7, 7 ¢ KRHLTRIXI2DOT, EBERDBIIERKD 22DEH
M%kﬁ:éo ) .

3’7 =pcos ¢tusing= Usm(¢ ,B)l

@, |

142



FRARC BT, EHHERLBRTHHEINED L 5 BT 200, FOBEERHLED L 5T
T20h, BOWTRUTORMTRRBZ L LT, oo ik, (2.3) RELEL LW EWKETD
BB L, 2.DREBELTHIRARCOEHOREDEY, (2.2) RY (2.3)K L D BROAL AWML - HE O
EHBHBANLEZTCHDBZ LT 5,

(2.2), @.DREJ|RTILL, 22, BROFLXEWT D LRANBELhB. 7k, MBI 2.2)R0
T HAEORIMOR EMIIK I DD TEHIBEL, %, Yy, Ny OEL/PILWELTERLT WS

_(ml+mly) ﬁ Y_Iﬁ.‘B_*_(er_mI)rl+YI6.5+YI”.77I

C v
et J'ee) H = N1 B4 N ey 4 N1ge 34Ny
o C iiiieienan (2.4)
/S
ds ¢—B ’
ay _
“ds "
T RS L Ut r—_7 ' — Ly
f\.f;L; §== L 1 7} - L ] ¥ U

MR X—BIL - Bl FNRRETHDLTEE, BREOLERRBIZEGKIETLAD X 5 i EEHkes
2:7'4:60

. Y/sN'g—N/3Yg YIsN/.—~ N (Y, —m') .
Dl — b —_— r L
S 7 U egmar) MR (s P RO N @9

i, KTz =0 T,

YIaN'p—N's¥'s Y'3N'y—N'sY'y cereerionnes
Y'gN'y—NigY'!, b, ¢=p=- Y/sN',—N'gY", (2.6)

7=

Lo RREBE D,
QORI IOV TELDBE, RDX 5D,

e \
(m! +m'y) (I, +]'z=)£;_s‘f_ H{Y' 8 (L'e+J'2e) —N',(m' +m'y zs‘f

H VN NGy =) = (Tt )Y 11} 52

............ (2.7)
H = O+ IN!— (¥ =) N1 N1V} 99
+ (=Y IgN1 N1 Y ) =0
(OIRDEERBHEETHBdicit, I SHMbRIEROEENBHRE IR IV,
_ _Y'ﬁN'r+N’ﬂ(Y'r_m')>0 ............ (2.8)

—%, C.OROKBURBHERE TH B DT, (2.7)RK Routh-Hurwitz ¥4 H, Fic, m' +
m'y>0, I'ezst]J'ea>, Y50, N'p>0, N',.<0, BRI, V1,0, NW<O0 LWHIMESERLT, kOX>hsk
BrfBohso ‘

W%mnww MAW+W£HI%MAN%W—m0(MﬁJwWﬁ

X {- (m! +m! )N y— (Y. —m' )N, + N! Y5} ]
_(m,'l'm'y)(pzz‘l‘] zz){—(m’+m'3l)N,7)—(Y’r_'m’)N’ﬂ'*'N’rY’v}z """ [ (29)
_{Y’ﬁ(l’zz'*',]lzz) Nt (m! +m'y)}2(~ —Y!pN';+N'gY" ) >0 [

~(m +m YNy — (Y, —m! )N+ N, Y1, >0 ,

BB TOREREQ.DRE, BV ABETORELLEQ.8)RICHATIE S MICHAET, — R PR C DK
EMRIECKIRCHERTETT 5. ,

LLEiZ, slow motion derivativesD iz 3% & 5 EHHBRICOWTDETH T, BIEEE L & OBEIEES
EL L FHITHIIE, memory effect ¥ EH L MBEAFTBRATEL D LABETHS, ERMBEELTIE,
BARRECTIE, MEAEKO TOMExAV-% slow motion derivatives TEH RS THB - EMRHMLRT VDo
&mmkatnmmwemdﬁubi¥mk3&m5%iW%b6ﬂ,ﬁﬁ%ﬁmkﬁéﬁﬁﬁ%Oﬁﬁﬁ

143



memory effect FEBU IS o Ll DENFERERMELEVIBETISD L ZARVES5THDo

2.2 HmEs

fEmEERLHIMEBYEE— 2 v MiX, KENE R BIE L,

TRDDIFELLTRERDISDOHENELON D

1. strip ¥
2. MEMABERG
3. 3RIFHE

PR S IB ERE ST > TH LM, ThriE

strip i3, RIWHECRANALFETH DA, HEH TR BRIARDICONTHERY b S L,
NOD 3RTUNML 757, FALHDOHETIRLBEXTI 2 LALERKLS,

2 RTEWED FINEREECOVTE, MO S TR THEADHEAERLIN TS, B Tz x
ELTHRBRERA 0DBERXTI 0T, BHREAGEL L), BAFARCLIZEEEFLCOWTOREL
eY, FERI VB, BT, KTPEDRKPLEMMEDOKKED L 5ic, BilingarFATE 58

W, FHFE S BT B,

Flagg « Newman!®3, %ﬁ%%{z&@&ﬁ'@@ﬁ]]uﬁ% m IoWT, Gurevich 8k b BEpr AT RDdDL I

BfR%Y, d/h—1 CRELTKD X 3 iR A B,

w2 ol (- 4) ]+

8L, Biplaoig, 4K, rxkBEd2EbLT,

S04 sali-))

Q10K X b, rd—lonT, FMEER 2 KT CRERKCRE TS EMbhb. TR, 3ETETIE

AKIBERE b TlkiF 55, 2KRTTRMET YA
> TULRFER 12D TH B Fig. 2.21c, (2.10)
AR L BHERBREYRT. b T ek d ¥FEb 1o
TR KB DR B B HED M4 IE Bz o
Tk, Bai® EBAEIER AV, B ToLEYE
PHCHR I LRI DKRD L S eRb#E T

om { 2hd | d(BW/2) 1
SE\W—B " = Tty W- Bﬂ

m! =

BL, mdPhko BE, WikKkEiEY FhT. 2ok
i, 0<(h— dNB<01& 0<(W—B)/d<0.6 TI\iE
LfEx 52 %,

Newman® %, 845 5B&CoTid, HiEEcx
THLERLERO LY, HEEBRSYBZER
Ih, ROL D EREB T 5o '

single wall, infinite depth
(m—+m")oo
8rpys?

mtm
(m+m oo
canal, infinite depth

=1+ )l g tans( 2]

(m+m")oo 24pW2 L
single wall, finite depth

m-m! TYs (m+m’)oo
s ma(2):[1-
XS -+ 3 cosec 7 1 CETDN
canal, finite depth :
%—1+{3 3 cosech?- (yo 1—-+nW> ~6 Ecosechz_"_‘_l’ﬂ}
N=—-00 n=1 (2
_ (m+m')oo:,
X[l (m+mn

144

).

304

204

10 vo |5 - T T
. . )
"/T

Fig. 2.2 Dependence of added mass coefficients
on depth/draft ratio, 7)
——: theoretioal value for two-dime-
nsional rectangles
o : experimental data by Fujmo
(1976)




BL, ys (UL S Wthrhl ¥ TORERE ¥ iRKEHOLN S HEDLE COIEHRE, (m+m! ool KER KR T
DRPTOEE, (mA+mDn (3K 2 OERKIKTORLGOEREYRH T,

SERMTE KB BI L Cig, EEF®*¥ @ hypercircle method K X 25tH b 520 MBRMHREAELIMEE
LZEAFBREEL L, EBEXFBLLEVOHEND S BEHES X 57k, X V—B&LRD, &k
H & KBEEE N LTk, ARERESENLRFRELDIESLD

g CH= Myy

finite element
== —=- Flagg, Newman

1 s W = [ \Tﬁé_il

Fig. 2.3 Boundary configurations

Bait™3, Fig. 2.3 KR THEERIES VT, KDLD

IGEERT vy b, WhBEK O %E X8,
P*$(%,9)=0 in R
¢pn=n; on So‘

¢.=0 on Sg o e (2.13)
¢n:0 on Sy [
$(%0, ¥0) =0
P9Cx,y)=0 in R
$=y on S,
............ 2.14
¢=0 on Sp ( )
¢=0 on S, . ’ . /8
Jo ) ) . o n
KO X 5 BE J(9), K{4} AL, R
Fig. 2.4 Non-dimensional sway added mass
J {¢}=—SSR(V¢)2‘LWJ’+2§ So"z¢d5 coefficient of the rectangular cylinder
i 2 R .1 S (2.15) (B/T=2, W/B=2) in a canal with
{¢}~SSR(V¢) dxdy sloping sides. 19)

EDEL1ES 6]{¢}=0K{¢}=0 DL &, .
' . J{gr<m'[o<K{$} RIS (2.16)
MY EV 5 dual extremum principles #FIL T, FREREC L ) AMARLRDTVD ZOHHE
%, BEMOERETRENRESLDOT, MOKBEDL check TEB LW AR -TW 5o

1 ODOPBEEDE 1 EH% 0 LT 5 EEOEHERC L 5 ERERER A2 b0 & LT3, MikelisPricet®
WXBHERD L. Fig. 2.4 3HED L HIT, QBEOBEIKEDOEEL b IN )/ PEVETFERL TV,
Heh o gz, QDR LBHERT, BrESL EQIDRDEUNEL kD, HRERRC L 2 &R L 12k
L HRHSTETN Do

strip IWE AV BB AL, FRBRATRRAD 3 RTEIH D DT, SKREBELRBELRLS. BAKT
OHMﬁE&HM@ﬁ%—xVrK%Taswi%Emomfm,%ﬁmWKxaavw—%ﬂ&U%uf—m
W oWTOPRMEH Do Fig. 2.5 123 RTBERKT, AMEERC M8l t— 2 v e+ BEGK
Cor Cr ik, KEBBRAAEDEORT—HEHEALTEY, SKITHENKEORA L LI —IBIeAkE LD
CERRL T %o Eio, fMBHE—2 v T HBERKC OFM, SMEECHTEBEERKCH LD .
NEL EBRHEBHEH TS L0, EEEHCRTAHNIRITMNOBEDOAZI W Lhibh b,
BRI OHED strip kD 1 ETH Y, FWHE THIIE 2 KT ELT, FROEBRERTIO 2 KTEE
KT vy s vinb, MEHDOKRR X ZELOEEERDIIDOT, FMER, FmBrEE—2v 1+, RV, §

145



1.0

CV' .
Cu /ﬂ—l““rﬂ:ﬂewg---— 5
AT emcememmneam e —
ot 74 e Ciz
) - BY 3-DIM. FEM.
¥z P, )
l EXPERIMENT
i
MARINER =====~ ~BY 3-DIM. F.EM.
] " . ) R
1 1.5 2 25 3 H/T 38 -

F1g 2.5 Three-dimensional correction factors, Cy and Czz of the sway added mass and the yaw
added mass moment of inertia, 4)
B, EECIAHDEEHEE—2 Y O, KFCIBDE

EOBEXRADCI SR EL TS,
© FEM (504 elements, 2784 nodes, w = 0.0 rad/s)

i cos( . d t) = BIM (106 panels, 2PS, w = 0.01 rad/s, W[5])
== 78_ cos b~ Zn hd At eeeeeeees 2.17) + BIM (52 panels, 2PS, w = 0.01 radfs, W[5))
c05<?.7) ® BIM (52 panels, 2PS, w = 0.0 rad/s, asymptotic solutions, W[5})
) . ~ == Experiment (1), F, n" 0.0675 (7 knots)
MRAERE X 2 Newman?? O F I3, RKIZENT 2 ——-hwmmmr-om(umm

12, EHOHhR, AFEAAKSVCREYEREOS 30T
ZEBRLLILHEDO 2RI ahcdZ &, R, 20 |
B CRREARGHE COMIM 2 RTATHD L LT,
BWHRBO~ vy FV 7 bBeRDIIOT, & Bl 10}
FHC SRTEER ML bD LV BF S TE S0
MEEM, fimBEe—Av ], BAHY, BEEE~ 10
VFNOKRIC L BZEROEEYR, £E2, WKIDF Wyt
W LTRARTEL TV 5, '

hp= (Fy _ [A 8 w202 ]—1 30
(F?)OO ﬁi 810g(005£5) \ 20 }
2
d=4d/h, A:TAX7 I 10 }
Fi={M,],Y,N}, Bi=41,-,4,2 . - R
{ 8 } LT 15 g 20 2,

Fig. 2.6 Comparisons between finite element
*j’f)i{éi;f‘l iﬂ;fe{:;ﬁf;;zjigjb; ;;;:E (FEM) and boundary. integral (BIM)
° = 3 ’ solutions for a rectangular barge of
B stripiCH L2 b0 L kER L, KRR strxp&;— the same principal dimensions as
TELFE2EVEL TS tanker Tokyo-Maru, 24)
SRTMBO N MERZRD &S EEALHET, BALKEI»» 52, RBET50y, Ficid 3 ke
BETO50ThHbBo
%ﬁmwu,ﬁKTDHMEEO3&E%E%ﬁ%$b5t&ﬁm§§&13&inﬁa&nofv6L,
Inglis f12* % ¥ 7z, B TOA—COMFMEERH B E K k& Hess » Smith O FECHEL TWwW5, Fig. 2.6
ix, TOA—-Y AL L/B, B/T O v H—HIowToO Fujino® OEB Y, Inglis fioFHH &0 LT
DY, I{A->T\%,
HBARIBTOERE LT, BARURKBC TS, £2vh—Rik <Y +—fEowTo, Fujino %k
L ERYOMRRLHOR T Do BED S DL LT, Gill - Price®ic L 3, & v —fll (Cs=0.82) LK
WHE (C2=0.54) KOLTD, BAPCORRILERD S,

2.3 HALEBRE—X2 b

3 RTCHIEERARE I h B BRI X WA N ZEHTED &7 2 il < Bh & EEE— 2 v F OEEREY
WY FEWFELTR, MRGERD/IMEBRLRERC X 2 EHUMERETHD, %ﬂiﬂé’ﬁékﬁébfﬁ 3 WITHIE
% < TR BRI AT RE A A%, ?I&?L#ﬁ‘éhﬁ_%n&b‘ L5ThHBo

146



Newman®*i3, MIRGERIC LS, BAKRCOMMBROETCALRIC, BEBEIC T, BHROB
HEAEETHD L) ~ﬁol@uao%#&%? ticx b, ﬁmroﬁnya@m% AV MNERDI

Y= p%nV—S U@)(1+”>%d%

............ (2.19)
N= V(A—ﬂ_)-i-phg U(x) v/ T—# dx
AR E, VRBIREE, UREWE TO cross flow, hizkiET, wwm&ﬁﬁbiiéo
U(x)—lf (UC)’dg+V ............ (2.20)

blockage Parameter, C(») O EEHIIERDFICOTIixTaylor? 23R L T B A48, BB E IR VWSS
ik, RO XS5 REUREELXTw5B,

C(x)= B(x) + 2h B(x) 2h.

2h
= log 46+

9+M9Le—

h—d
y

ﬁ%?&kowfo %@ﬁomﬁkxaﬂmoﬂAu@1$ﬁ<$z&nfuam T DEFDOES ML,
Xop= — -*I:gC ............ (2.22)
&FEbH &, blockage parameter C i, K TIE C=0 T, B< T;%&C"Jh’cj(? ¢t b, keel clearance—(Q
T Cooo Ligho 0Ty (2.22) i3, AEMNE L BIEORT, ERNFLIIRE (Ger=~1) LbEH~B
Bl s, 2RTRERIED clearance 0 DFAIL, ME»S L/4 BB ERFL T30
CANRTHELIN B - EEMOHETIL, FROEER X ZzﬂfjJ#’lU@ZKﬂELJ: HETHTT el
Breslin?® (3 Newman?®? D% Fyx0 DHFE~ERL #o ﬁzk@ outer flow TIX, WERFT v v 7)1/7256
sk, .
(1—Fn2)¢m+¢yy=0, Fa=V/y/gh . e (2.23)
THBPAUZIND & L&AV, Newman ORR BT, C() RBIC CO) /v I-Frl CREPL T I VE &
R Lo (18)R% Fyx0 OFPAREETL, DX b0

1 = _vI-Fd O\
[Aa{p i gh log(‘é‘o‘séa) }] .20

ﬁ%%ﬂﬁﬂm%mut%oaLfm,ﬁﬁ*zﬂﬁ?aﬁ%¥ﬁkﬁL1,MEEﬁML:DELﬁéﬁé
L7, Sundstrdm®®iz X Z,*{-ﬁ:ﬁ Hbo

Bollay o, REHMEICKHBOBII1—ETHD, ﬁﬁﬂbamﬁ&tofﬁﬁmmﬁhfa,abbﬁﬁﬁ
MEBERERYAVCEHEL W o0 TbhTwn3s,

FE AL, GRIIEE LT, BAPCRMROEET 5 EHERCE L BH Lt — x/b&ibfhb,
H#HE - BRE®Z BRATICIY, FokBPRefifiT 2 BB ERC@BNE T~ b 2RDT Do BHE
BomHALE LT, HE. HmuIMMywﬁlﬂmkxagwémVThb,#L BRI BEh
LUALTFELVEL TS, _

%%Wm,sakgmMy@%iﬁ%#ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%%KMEb,ﬁm*%ywmgLoomﬁ?aﬁﬁ
SERCE S DEFHEL R,

Fig. 2.7/, HLE - FUOHE L LR EDUBYRT. Np BT, HERERREREHEHES DT
%o A

ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬂ%%&bfu,im@euﬁmikmahfvbﬁ,%@mmﬁﬁfu,mn4Mwwmlaay
»— B ERWBREC OV TORE L KB L2 X FEORRL, SRI4VRY SR1752TO 2 v —EIc->
WTDERKTORER, Sundstrém® i k %Cp=0.805 @ﬂéz_,ﬂgv:o\n“cOﬂéiﬁ&ﬂ(%%ﬁ\if;ﬂ#@%@fg EHB Do

EEARC, @RPRE - BEOE L, H5VIIMOMOE S 2 MTT 584, Fho toMeTFEYEL, ¥
PRGN RRET Do M, KEBEPRIO TN THEERR - THFT B, BEDEHD eI Hik
Bih%4 U, fifkidbank suctiond LTHMOATWBHBEADIRS DL BELEIS T2 — v F 2B}, %
DAHXELIEDRE, FLMUBGESBEBI kLT,

Newman®i3, s o fIleE ¥ COEMSBENTOR ICERTAE VBT, Thil, BERCEEOH

147



AR |Froude NO.
© Motora & Couch |0.0707|0,1130
7L * Brard 0.1066| 0.0940 7L
x Brard 0.1116]0.0996
Y y v Brard o0.1037]0.1098 | N y
Y o -I- Nussbaum 0.0913 | 0.078 N .
A Fujino, TANKER 0.1103}0.0675
sl A " 0.1103|0.1158 5
@ » MARINER [0.0928|0.0905
A " 0.0928{0.155
AA ™ —— Inoue & Murayama flat plate
3 Aspect Ratio = 0,07 3
s AR=0.09 N .
]
- ]
I 1
H/IT ] 1.5 2 HWT 25
NW
Nreo
3k AR = 007
2 -
| L L 2 b 1 ' P
{ L5 2 H/T 25 | 15 H/T

Fig. 2.7 Shallow water effect on the linear damping derivatives (Aspect Ratio=2T/L). 4)
DR B source RHAE B ETRUTEZLL, BERT V¥ r bk,

_ U 3 b S'(£)ag ST
pEy0=7 2 o n=2_ooS—l[(x—5)2+{y+nW—(—1)"yo}2+(z—2mh)2]% , (2.25)

EFRbLT, MBI Y % Lagally OEEZ AL
T’ \(kﬁo J: 5 v:ﬁll",to WL = T3 U = 7 kts, full scale

‘ rh w .26, h/T = 1.2
2 ® < . r % .21, BT =149
Y=—ptl T X (opetnb) ) IV "
T M=—o00 N=—00 2 Theory
11 14 " Imant — —= = =
x{L s {1 sore—or+@yetnmy . -
+(2mm)2] 3 EdEds e (2.26) % o© + LY
U.'
{BL, S MEOKTER, yo KBRS DM
-2, =1,
¥ FEbTo A
-3.
Beck®3, fiifhE b OFERLER AL, sourcek
: -
1.0 4
8 .64
6 F, = .26 w/L = 1,95 -4 \
L h/T = 1.3 n=.074 ) ] \
g . Clx) = asymptotic formula, eq. 4.1 3 A \
% uﬂ o
’ 1 2 .3 4
g ° =
"_ o == ;Xc(x) = constant -.4 1
< ,
P N ’,’<-c(x)=- ™
~ -
l ~ e e~ -.8 4 CHANNEL
e €
~8. -6, -4, -2, 6 2. 4. 6. B. 10 :
Bow x - ft, Stexn Fig, 2.9 Variation of side force and yaw moment
Fig. 2.8 Circulation distribution for ore carrier, with wall position ratio for the Tokyo-
33) . ‘ Maru, W/L=0.75. 33)

148



vortex Ttk FRb L, 52, BHTIE (U —Fr)dfeetdyy=0 &\ ) BAGEUE V- THREDHE S EEL, X
BREHTT oM heRkoic. Fig 2.8 RMRGEOERHMOHETH S, 2RTHROMBEL 15 keel
clearance 0 @ C(x)=oc0 D%, bow in DE—~2 vV b EEL Tk D, HHRE clearance HTX 5B L, B
BEHT 5 bow out e~ 2 v Ml »T\W %, Fig, 2.9 13, EFARBETAHE L EROILKT, BIES S
B, BKCic3ilE, kE¥hPee—2 v b 22T 5EFibn b

KREKFTHR, FE—RELO—BOBRKDBEICOWTIX, BHALEREVFIOWT Tuck® DR
Hbo ‘
F—HELORLWEBE L LT, KEEMA—EDHEEY, BRFCH > THTT3H88L20-Ci3, &
BELTi, Gawn DEM L o (REX BV BHERAD D, HEEL T King - Tuck® D3 EMRH 5,
King - Tuck O F#iz, Fa=0 i2kid% Tuck OFEPDIEHATH D, BAELNC L3S L LBOKBED~
v F v T b, k% EiT source & vortex DHFiERD TS Fig. 2.10, 11k, EATEERNECH -
T BIOKEBMN—BOBEBICB > THITTEIBEOR DL — 2 v P OET, HAE L EENEELR
Bz, suction & bow out M E— 2 v P HFZF TV 5o

0
-003 0015~ ' B
\ :
Ce Cul '\ =02
A
\
-002 NﬂL -
§ \
g
2
001
0
1 15 We 20
Fig. 2,10 Comparison of coefficient of sway Fig, 2.11 Comparison of coefficient of yaw
force for walls and beaches for fixed moment for walls and beaches for
distance to length ratio /L as a fixed distance to length ratio p/L as
function of h/d for a ship moving a function of h/d for a ship moving
parallel to the beach or wall. 36) parallel to the beach or wall. 36)

BAKBCOFBRE LT, BAEBAL X > CXBOD list BFHCEHTES 50
FRERIT S, RUFEHUBBECOWTL, BKRRORABT ST 2 BGEHO S Tl <2 %1 %0

2.4 feh

REBMOBEEC OV T, MBS TEMAR Y LTRD, ESLEV-eD, BEORERC X b LEME
BEX{H#HETE %, |
%ﬁ@@%ﬁ@ﬁ*%%wovfm,%@@%ﬁ&@%m,m:ovm,mﬁﬁvmﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%%iﬂ
h\:gt‘l‘o .

o EAYOREL, BEMITEKACELTVBHELT, 207 A2 M HOBBEOBKEEY, BH
BHRBERORNNLRDTE D, MBTHERTHEAEEOE LR AANIL D II L EWY BRIAHTWS,

149



2:0

T Trr T T e T

L
0 0-5 10 1-5
€/q

Rudder force and moment: C; (c/d)/C; (=) and

T S N VN N R T U S |

Crp5(€/d)/Cyp 4 (>2). Curves: our model wnh brax = 0:15,d =
005 r= 002 p = O (no propeller race and wake effects).
‘Experimental points: circles Cp s, triangles Cy
vv: [Dand 1976], cargo model, F = 0.106, 8 10 20°, 30°,
40°, v propeller still, v propeller running at self propulsmn

CL0A; [Fu_]mo 1968,1970], o2& cargo model, F, = 0.0905,
0.155, @A tanker model, F, = 0.103, both wnth propeller
running at self propulsion.

Fig. 2.12 Rudder force and moment, 38)

B O E L, BB X BRECESHRELRDI
LDTHBHH, KEATEL b SoleflitnDKEDOFE L
ALdDRE%. MALACAECHREN ML T3
BEEFAEELTEY, MEATIMRE S DN 3 %,
KA CIRPIOBBEDT XD wall effect 231X
U, wallipifi3 e 2oh T, WHEMET A2 b s
2 fEDEIES VT 5o

B EREE DT Bim oW Tid, REBEERC X SHes
W3O HOPE L, FEHRHRE TR B ICEET
WCORREBRRENLIDTHS 50
‘Hess*® 12, fitkifta 75 v 7HEBERLL, MidE
froTEMERCE 0L L BRKOBECOVT, MR
HOREDO S L1z Tuck DFEERFHAL, BB TIEKF
BARTO 2 RKTROME, THTIIMERNTO 2 KIEH
OEEL, MBORT vy 2D o F Vv IhbLEY
FDTu 5o FREMEIR DR E | blockage parameter
CEHBLTEBIRhTWAEZ Litisbo Fig.2.12, 13,

T 7 1 1 LT 1T 11 7§V 17 7717 717

15 20
Sway derivatives: CLa(cld)/CLa( ) and CM (c/d)/

CM (). Curves: our model with b=0.15, Cy =0. 80,d =0.05,

p = 0. Experimental points: circles CLﬁ’ tnangles CMﬁ

@a; [Brard, 1951], three different model ships, oblique tow.

o4: [Fujino, 1972], PMM measurements on tanker model
((average over | = 00482, 0.0675, 0.0868).

oa: [Fujino, 1972] oblique tow measurements on same model
(F, =0.0868),

Fig. 2.13 Sway derivatives, 38)

T 1T 17T 17T 177

Moment
L1 11 1 1 1
1-0

L)1
. -5 20

€lg ,

Turn derivatives: C; (c/d)/C, () and Cy; (c/d)/

M (=). Curves: our model with b = 0.15,C, =0.80,4 0.05,

='0. The curve for Cy,, tends to 0 as cld *0 Experimantal

pomts circles C; , triangies C o4; [Fujino, 1972] , PMM

measurements on “tanker mode 1 (aversge over F = 0.0482,

0.0675, 0.0868). '

Fig. 2.14 Turn denvatlves 38)

1413 C5=0.8 DR/IEOVTOHELEREOlBT, —BixbE h BV, Bt X BEHFOL, BL
EBIEDONT, REHLBREFLOF B » TH BT bN Do SHERENE LEREDOHELT->TH Y, &S

e B o T, BT REL LD, BESIZETL W3,
AMEELTRKDBECIELLLDT,

BE b Dl BRKTOHEYR, Rt

B AR T

span FEIC—E T, HHBIAEMLY B/2 CHEL, KELE,D L, B2 50 HHRBCPT, @ATHT

BEWSIEFAERCCHERIT»>TW5. Fig. 2,15, 16, 171%, R B=0° MM I=—15°

150

DEEAT,



(1)

a

00

azs

d* 9™

Fig. 2.15 Normal forces acting on the main
hull and the rudder in shallow water
(B=0°, 6=-15°). 41)

30
%/ X
(A} u MAIN HULL RUDDER u
20
H/m=l.|~m
QoS
10
00 - ¢ 4 0
10 00 B/ ocrs
4 %

Chordwise distribution of vorticity at
mid-span of the main hull and the
rudder (f=0°, §=—15°, d*=0.025).
41)

CN“'yt Neiul
\\ Chin/Cheare 2
A CNaii/CN ’
100 \ 1w /CNRie

10.95

10 W I 20

H /dn 0

Fig. 2.16 Normal forces acting on. the main

' hull and the rudder in shallow water
(B=0°, d=—15°). 41)

Ys/Yé' [

20] ¢ experimental values with Mariner-type ship
1o
.gés © Fn=00905
10 e Fnz0155
151
’ °
0o 13 s 20 ’ 30
01 . | H /dh

Fig. 2.18 Increase of ‘rudder effectiveness in
shallow water (8=0°). 41)

Hicifl < J) CNam 3, KB H RO Lt E 0T 20 d* OFd L L —BEBEML T\ 50 Bkttt

Lo LA L VRECRET HMENHZEN LKL,

*OFEINEL B o WRITROBEREESF T

BE, &L f;z;ycm%fiébnl,, FORMBIIBEL D SBEMENL 2B KE V. LD, FIEC X 54

02 ,
CNO ’,0
,/
N
d
//
o1 v
Vi ./
hid -
/ /. ]
/ '/l/‘
(s X 8
e . . .
poRT-40 -30 -20 -I 10 20 30 40 STARBOARD
Y /
/ /
’
x /, Jp o @, VI3t 2 0108
/' /-0l PROPELLER STATIONARY
e A
/
s
0’/ * -oal

CN' /z‘
o6t L4
P -~
3 A&
o4} e
7 %

8 STARBOARD
40

30

Jp = 0-96; V//3L = 0106
PROPELLER ROTATING

4 == —=4 DEEP WATER
oe— —@ h/Tal 43

—x

hitar s

Fig. 2.19 Turning moment induced by rudder in various water depth, Model at zero yaw and

constant ahead speed. - 81)

151



ik OENF N, B LBRONTHARBE T3 &iibh b,

%%Wkﬂfbﬁm%@u,rﬁm?@LxOWE%O%Emi?mk,M%vﬂTéﬁm%%ﬂ$<ﬁb
h, EMGECHFRINBEROBEODELB T 5 HRENLEBL, BRKER Y IEORETHHENIRL 5.
UL, KERELLE kDL, KERCIZMEFDOHERHENED, Wo%&?afﬁﬁummmﬁ%o%
hihkeks v

EgZJsmmﬁulbéﬁﬁ«eﬁm%@f,H%s@ngizoyamﬁﬁTé%@féaﬁ,%ﬁm
DH BB ONTHEBHML T BDORR L, Hess DK Tix, 2/d=2.5 T THAIET LTH0 1
MLTw20 MR SORARERBEMRE 7 v XS HTEORELYZ1T 5o Fig. 2.194%, Dand®Vic Xk % %5
RRTHBM, 7rTF2E ST WEEE, B DIRY, wake DHEIIC L DAENRE N Tl Do

MGHREL 7 e IR ZEB L THRIZRDBBE1, B - ARRROBHAVLEC L 5. BEFEORK
PEBIEH LT, ROETHBND & 5 REEBOEMEAVIIEIVTHS 55, BERDZBREL EofE
BEXRAYHF OB, BREBRKRCsVTi, $0L25, AYRABCEGHEARTEC OV TOE R
Biric<, ERICRD B ER . Fig. 2.20, 213BAMOBAIC 1} 2 EREREP T, [ B=0° Tft
AENLIHE, RO, fEfl 6=0° TRALHXBEOMN T, BATEAMMBED wake 21k & < 0B
KHENCHEL T B0 bk b,

Ry Ry Toes -

Gld /5 Wid=hs o Ve

o.04 T L /

— &
10 20. 30
SR ENS S
:\\ L - ~a
NN .
J, \‘
K -0.02 T
—_— : \\
—_——— .00 N
—_——— e '\\‘_ o v/// —t— Q%
----G--a-( o.F0 -0.00 ¢ \ . . uemfee—- ‘0.50
—_— 0.37 .37
————a 0,36 ] T ——y— 0.5
Fig. 2.20 Behind rudder test (8=0°). 32) Fig, 2.21 Oblique towing test (6=0°). 32) -

2.5 wIRN

HIFRKIBIC 30 2 A CHEE RO, RLBEAREAHABERTRLINDBETL, HHAOED
DOELRT T, wakeDZL, AFAMBPRRLAT A MNMEROTAE LR ID T u_SHEOLT/{LE LT,
MENCEBERELYEX 50 E L AHEBOELE V5T, SIBKEICkIT 5 Bk B8y 51 Tw
bo

KEPE L Ie B2 T, KEBEFARLB20T, —BTELTEML THL o BRBKBC I\ Tit,
BRI CORMRARc Kic 513F % blockage effect L EEBGRT 5710, H{NbE L OWERFLATED,

152



EHEBL T, Lap®iz X DL review 2408 hTwb,
AR & BIEHE(L & LT, Kinoshita « Sudo®ix, %< @& v —e oW TOARRUCEMAREERL S,
BEEIEHOMEMEBLE LT, ROXS5 HEBRILE TS,
a(%)=4Cr[Cr=191(~/ AT [H—~0.32)?+16.6(v/ 4G /H-0.32) +oreevenres (2.27)

AT PR BRIFER, H 2kBT, vAR /H<0.32 T
FRAKFEIBRbh T, BEEA~NOBRKFEIH/AL
30V /v gL THbhB L3RBT 5.

FIRAKMTOMESL 7 e XS EEHOBEFRIC D\ T
i¥, Sjostrom* i3 & v H —REICOWT, BARUP A=
KEF 2L 1o AR\ T BRRB 2TV, Fig.
2.220 ) 5 R ETWb. Md, %K T max, con-
tinuous CHFFL T AREDO MM & BEK 10058 L LT
Wwho

R KL TOEHICDOWTIE, BHEE— 2 v PO
ET, ARKISNELTEFRAOHIFEL TS
ERBNDT, ThHLHATE Do flziE, Gawn®®

100% Knot X400
P | -3,00 ES
7 2e
90 //, -2.00 0k
7 1-1.50
Deep Water. /'/ —T1_1.40 g :
80 o 13098
2 Y Ui —T"1 20 z4
y A 1158 d
G0 2 11053
4 1°05
o A 50 Dioow P (Maximum}
[\ 60 y ( WL 1
I Zg‘g 7 100% SHP (Normal }
2] A ) |
w 10% 4/ 1 ’ [1\-73% SHP
© w0 sw JAAX el |
E T_ 9%i%1B ] 50% SHP
&30 4
g g Y Nsonswe | |
w — o
%20 L 0.200) RESTRICTED CHANNELS
. ' gggg Ax_ Middrea
1o 0.275 A “Channel Crossection

10 20 30 40 S50 60 70. 80 90 100%RPM
PERCENT OF PROPELLER SPEED, RPM

Fig. 2.22 Shallow water effect on speed and

RPM. 44)
20 I I 200
MODEL 73089-10 h
Ril  AWEAD A T{ ¢ Ry
L A
150
15 o/. 7
.
kp 7 N
/ / /
0 / /15 / 100
7
o d /
/
| /{
s _aZ ';’/ P Jso
-
Fa
oloo .12 o 01 018 0o-| ez |,
08 10 1,2 14 6 mig L8 Vy 20

Fig. 2.23 Total resistance as a function of
model velocity, Ship going ahead. 46)

153

22

w/woo

20

8

(N). N] i a

14 -

\\

12 —

10

10 5 20 25 h /T 30

Fig. 2.24 Dependence of wake coefficient on
depth of water. 46) '

1 T |
_ MODEL 73089 -10 h
\ 6875 H 6 2 2,44

\ ,

g g‘l" g g

T 1Y

s\ JES

L LT+
R i K. ~

.05) < - 77
——<OPEN WATER | <, \E 7
- N .

:%?g:'fsm S SN SN

[ P A N

- " T T F ~
° /_/"/ ~
A7

-05 r \
1 - \

™~

= / I\

-2 ni
. \ POS,
n
NEG!
=25

4

.30 )
Y} ) 20 0 10 20 ECI",
“n0

Fig. 2.25 Kr-J' diagram (A=1.257). 46)

&0



G%%fu,ﬂbﬁﬁﬁmﬁkbbﬁbhﬁﬂ%ba iﬁ@)kt@<@ﬁﬂ@huﬁ®orxb IR AR
TOEIADOWTIL, BRIEKHNBETH S0

HRABRIZ 313 2 BFE O RFER E L iz, FEMEERATr, KB L3 BEEDOELL 5 wave re-
tardation effect &, KERHBEDI-DIELLBEELD OWMED B{eeL 5 back flow effect D20 H
D, EEICRT D EEEROTL T, back flow effect pEALBER LIRS0

Graff i3, $IRKBECOBIICH L, KEBIESKES LD H Y, BEURKNTEY back flow 4U 54
PECHEOEPRL LT, KREELT B '

_1._ 2 2 AUb 2 AU’l :_J‘_ T2
X= 2qu U (1+ ) (1+ T ) 2qu U(1+Kp)(1+Kn)

Ky 330k, Kn 3BAKOHERET, BASCHNTAEY, EREGEFIOFHELIIHL TV %,

BARTCORGERw, HABPR BT 58 E LTk, Cs=0.824 DIELEMIT oV TD Harvald®iz & %
LHifeERR D Do ¥, MERMCHERVEBETIROEN L wakeD JIIE, 7 v 5 OBMAR, K\ T,
ke 7 v 5 %00, MERVCBRETT e XX EERVHESRLEHEDATA L, A7, BERYAUEL
TWo Fig. 2.23, 24, 25 REERD LHI%RTo T IWEARILRLTWeWA, w &t 3R L2 I2hTH
L, Ft, FEEEJ XY RELETIIIRCRS.

EXOBAKIRIT R G 5EY] - #EEMEC OV, SR15431’1m%ﬁ7:%5@ﬂ=nbh'cu ‘o ThILXB L,
EERERCEEDOB LR 5Dk Fr>0.65 T, BHOEMEE CIXMEENIOMMEEL b B Fig 2.26,
WRERTWB IS, 1—4, 10, 1—w i3, KERY Fr 2 E3EALTVL,

ill7llllT¢|lllllil

M.S.NO.K-45

LOA NDITION
FULL D CONDI —— o helOi25™

lllllllll—lllllllll

04 ] ’ ~—— — he0g75 M
=3 M.S.NO. K-45 ha gy (- SUN
FULL LOAD CONDITION : & Ta
0.040 . — 1.0 \ h~
h=1.0125m H — h ‘.0'25.0-675 0.450"‘ —
—— — h=0.675 ™ _ o5
0035 —-— h=0.450 M — 05)
. Yo 04
0030 — N
% ; - — \\\\ 03]
0.025 - . .
/ ] \~ %
0020 _ 1 \ 01
j>// // 056
0015 ——— - / | Qs |
——— 05 ]— wT
0010 ] —_—
| | Fn 04 ——— . T —
I L, Lov o by ——5 . : -
0.05 010 015 0.20
. . 03 L \ ]
Fig. 2.26 Thrust coefficient 31) \
0.2 —
. . Fn
F 7-" g 2 7" b VC"DL"C 1’ 2 "i, . .
P PLERAD XD T KRR . Gz | I R I
Graff f'®1z & 5 Taylor @ series model D\ TDE 005 010 015 0.20
KTCDERNRS D Fig. 2.27 Propulsion factor 31)

2.6 MELT
fAED &, MECX YMEELY OWARERL, BMEIWAELTHAC LZENETOLD, LT Y
AEEETA, HIRAE T, CORFHFHFCRESHTISLIOKRS,

BAKIBCO squat w45 Tuck® D, HMBGEOREDDL i, HERT v Tzv%ﬁ"ﬁi@ﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁ
THLERBL, MAETF vy s WDy FV /LI D BERDISDOT, 1st order DIFX &5 &, PHERETOE

154



NAHELTRANE DR Do

- 3§°° 5(5) dE (Fr<1)
p(x)/% opUz= "h'\/l Fal oo 76 0 (2.29)
W:—15’(~»') : Fr>1) '

ORI, BLERELUTE BRKCTOEEC I ZENEML, TELTERIAOEEOE LI LIBLDTSH
D,it«%ﬁﬁfu%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁk<Eﬁﬂﬂm&&—ﬁfb5l&%ﬁbfhbo:hmﬁbﬁmfd,
SHEDEETMC I ZENETER LA ~F —1Cie o
Q2DRIY, BTFSErV At RRDBE, KD ICHD0

. S/L=Cs - w/«_/ml, Cs=(Cr—a+ Cx)/(1—a -+ f)
t=C;+ Fp?/+/|1-F|, C;=(Cx—B:Cr)/(1—a - B)
= SxB(x) d:r/LSB(x)dx »

B =LSxB(x) dx/SxZB(x)dx

Cr= —ﬁ“B'(") S'(E) log | x—E | dxdE/SB(x)dx s (2.30)
Fh>1
Cu= __21”.“{»'3(@ VSI(E) log | x—E& | dxdE /Sx’B(x)dx f

Cr= —i—SB(x)S’(x)dx/SB(x)dx

. Fh>1 .
Cu= —%SxB(x)S’(x)dt ¥ B(x)dx f

Cs, C¢ MMEDOHRET IV &Y, KBERUBEOHBINOHCE G F2/vI1I-F2] OBt
T %o Fig. 2.28 13, KREDHEETTILAMOIIERT, Fi=l fEEXBRVTIRE A>T Fi<1
TERIETA, Fa>l T b Y anEZE L > T bo v
Tuck®?3 ¥ fe, FA<<lD Ll ¥, HHERUTRHE

18- /MY FRRELT, BECHEY L EELH T 300R%
16 - A MAEL, R X 5 ISEBR R L TL B

o S=0.13(U?p/rL?) [T (2.31) .
B feet & knot , pixgikBEELELTo

EHHEABROFRERITTEHEC DV T,
Tuck** 3 BKDBE L FFC LT, Fr<ll ©RILT
RO L5 R H oo

Trim angle in degrees
ocBETXBERE

St I I
§ O AIRCRAFT CARRIER
£ O LIBERTY SHIP
\ $ v O TANKER ]
w e U SER60, BLOCK 0.70
008 Il gao & SINKAGE O TAYLOR,Cpe0.64
£ g
o] g é
g’ § 0004 g ]
. 0002 ' %
@ § 5
0 - 20 4
0002 |~ 8 "o
: ¢ 2‘/“ " i
10 [0-5, %n
050607080510 1112131415 . PP al,
F - | % Ao
. A [ O
Fig, 2.28 Comparison between theoretical and o3 10 13 EX 23 ° 3s
experimental sinkage and trim .at e Vi-e}
hIL=0.125,++++ theory,——experiment, Fig. 2.29 Sinkage and trim at finite widths
49) . relative to infinite widths, 50) '

155



CrmLr(™ 181 595 com( Ly TFR 41 b/ [BCorr
| .CM‘—‘LSOO | % | B*%B* coth (K/i —F,? ik})d}z/sz,a(v)m
{~ ’ 3 )

5*(k)=gscx) etexdy e (2.32)

2§¥ZES:=S13(x) e ey

xB*(k) = SxB(x) ethTgy

E®D Cr Cu %, (2.300RD Cr, Cx OhbhicHVhid Xvvo WIlKEEIE, B(x) O ARIELRDLT.
LDBE, Cs & C RMBRGOBB TR, KBIEW L Fr 2AELELAHKKIE W=WvI1-F?/L
OBF LB

BEAOBMENLT, HELALWETE LY 40, KEEoTOMERNTAMIY & -icd Dt Fig, 2.29 T, 3
HBRRLS, BHEVTI 1AORECELE-TwHo WTRARIBEOEEYRE{FT52, Y AR
HNTHKBEOREINS L, AYHENBRIDVKRELS LD L, P ARBLALEEBRZ T,

Bk L EKOSMIBIRE 755, KBOBEIE 5 i LS ERM T WERARIC ST BT E + ) Ak
DV Tk, Tuck - Taylor 48, ST v v 7 L E LT S'(%) O source HAC LB 3RERT Vo r M i#
2o ABART v s Mb D=9 F v IR X BBEET Lo ‘

Fh=1 HE® transcritical IR I\ Ti, EROBRKBBBRIIND Whie D, & Oﬁ'ﬂ?ﬁoﬁ_
D& LTI, Lear Feldmans® Rt Mei DEGENR D 5o

Meis® i3, BAKBC BT AETHFBREL T, (U—Fp) oot dyy=0 Ohbb i, HEEHELEDO X VERD
HETERB Lo |

(A —FiD)Pra+Pyy—3U/[8h + afzath®[3 « FilPoaaz=0 coeeeeeen (2.33)
ZRAWTEDY, Fp=1 TOWLTHZ k FYVAE—2AVIMELTIE, X1 0BCBRELTKROEREBTL
%o

Ji }:_ggs_i{igzi)}flcg) In|x—E|ldwdE e (2.34)

(BL, 5(#)=B(s)/Buaz., f(#)=S(*)/Smaa.
squat DRDHF & LTk, Tuck OEFHARShHMEBERI L FEOMIS, 1 REERL 1 KTERKE
EGRHE & A1) 7z semi empirical theory & §FHTh T2 KDENLFE, R, Zhi TOEBRPENRBO
BR D DR TARERRVERBRAUC X 2 HERD 50

Dand®®3 = D 32D FEX HEL, Tuck OBEHIET under estimate TH D, BIE 1 RTEBADHI LD
FELLHEETESDLLTw5,

1 KTEBFR L, BHEOEED b KEROThA—BEME ST, ENETFTOLDAEN TR, 04
DREDLTTHEVI DT, WENFLVEVI &M, R, ~r2—(0ORBRLY,

= Jﬁ
////,

777

R ,///4 Wiz /////// A
canNaL OREOGEO CHANNFL

BRI 9000020500000

SHALLOW WATER

Fig. 2.30 One dimensional theory Fig. 2.31 Hydrodynamic boundaries in canal,
dredged channel and shallow water,
88)

156



U« So=Us(D{Se+W + L) —S(x)}

[éz =%U1(x)2+g ] C(ﬂ) ............ (2.35)
EXID ) 2RkDB L, UTRU P Y 2RKATELBR B,
~ S SC(x)B(x)dx SC(x)B(x)xdx
.Z:______, = o e, (2.36)
L SB(x)dx I3 SB(x)x’d:r

1 RTCEHL, &b ERAKBST2ERTHY, WEATOMREIRALELTW50T, FERADOEK
T3 back flow 230 &7 squat0 b7 223, SEEYI squat 3 E T3 o # =€ Dandsj3, Tuck DEL
KBELCE5ELT 2 vh, 35T eXFERLERL, ChOOBERBYEBERL Y RD T3, R
AELTiL, 30081 b EM, MEMROERH LRI Barrass® OR7x Lbid 5o

FRARE L LTk, BALBKBOMIZ, L A€ okEd X HES KB THB. LwARDKEKOHRE
CEEBTTABEIEOVTIE, Beck {0 E MBS B o channel FJTIL, BARIZoWTD Tuck DFHETH
7Yy VORBI LR A AT\, channel DL 7o B BRED D D HRIAIRT, WEOBEEE & R OB L
S&HRBLT, channel HBED~ v F v VLT OBERD T B o Fig. 2.32, 33X FDHELEED 1 fIT,
channel fEA3RME L, MREAEVZ ENBEIROBEIAE S, i, SFAELRBAEICE 2 ET T
KEV o FIT Foorl TIXABMALEIEE > T Bo Fooll Tit b U ADEILITIEEITIE WA, Foo>1 Tt
WS X T Do s, Fo=U/vghoo T, hoo 13IMEABRERFEH T
Lo ARDOKBERY ), KECERERD -0 THBEDL I, ETFACKER—EETREWE, B
BRFEHELT NIRRT B LTl Bo Fv=0 &35 &, JIBENETHACELT S ERBABECORKEDEE
CERUX SR E B -

.6 4

.84
.5 4
.74
4
o L6
o
~ Y 3
*x 54 2
w
9 ® .24
41 ua
<1 4
.3
.0
.2 . - ;
0 1 .2 .3 .4 .5 .6 .1 .8 .9 -1
FO
. . -.2 —————y ——y v
Fig. 2.32 Sinkage. W/L=0.5. 60) 0 .1 .2 3 4 .5 .6 .7 .8 .9

o
Fig, 2.33 Trim., W/L=0.5. 60)

10h,

_ f . -3 1 1 L L
y=e o 10 20 30 40 50

ut/e

2=-¢h Fig, 2.35 Unsteady lift and moment acting on
M a ship with parabolic waterline passing
. = over a parabolic bump in shallow

Fig. 2.34 Coordinate systm, 61) water, 61)

157



Plotkin®®i3, KENEATHHREOWETHE PV &« £— 2 v b OIEEERS %, Tuck L ABEHETRDT
Vho Fig. 2,35, EHEHWG kLA EEORYBROBEYD L4 BB T2BE0UTHEL V& -
T— AV I OFEERERS T, BRWGES &, WHREETT— 2 v bHE, KOTHETFTABEVETS =
— AV MM BRYDELTIE, BWTHRBATE~AV MIORE TV 5o

B ERFXTERESRO squat TH 22, EHEUSND squat 2 EIL 2 EIER Vo BAKFOEER &
Wik, BEAOBEFERIC ST, Bt L RAHCHBEB ) a3 EXBISh T30 ¥, RO
FEMFC I TH, BAEOEET, EEANETCRCBE ) A2ML EBESR T30 s hico
WOk, REEIROREOIE R, BEPFERESL ) BEIGEVWIERCD B, BIMEESTIREEL Y AT B
DTHHH EHEINT5%,

EfEF O squat OFRE LTIT, HEOfI, WAMISOIC L B125H4 v H —LOEMREEERIC L B
KB, SRISVTOD Cp=0.8 D&V H—DOWTDER, SRISEVTOYEFERIBE 28H& v H —CDONTD
KRR ER D Do

3. FRKEBLECEITISEMED

3.1 HMERERUHBEREMN

R IB)  MEME T, KB X DT 20, ROEBLABEC X VBT 5. FHBRVKBCI\TE, i
EEETL, $HBEEHIBL 5 R3Mbh T\ 5. _
EEABRASHERTELINIBLBEE TP ETOWT, HEHOKEC X 2T « [EFL OB EY Hu
T, BRREER ST, KB X ERTARE » OZR2WThASRBLHS.
r 7 ’ ! £ 3} ! 14 I
By=h s kFévN’erp—lVNefY*’zirrl(;:n-;’l«)’i\;N’ ............ (3.1)
kit QADRTEL S h B BREORKEERE, b 3EOBRKYEFEYEHLT.

G.DRX, T %L, waked, ELBEOTHLEB LI, Bk fig s BBoRKkBSELE
ZRIEGOBEL LD TH BN, ZORLEHEROER O L U LIcboA Fig. 3.1 T, #HE, EREI
B2 ONTHERBR » B LTH D, EENCILE4-T 5o

Lil, =iz hfd wX % v OFSHTL S Fig 3.1 RFRIRTWA L5 IZBEHE Tt/ &, Fig
3.2, 3.3 D SROSPVDEHERERNS 2D X5, h/d p2.0LLFicie s & &5 v XA LTF LS,
ZDHD 2.0<h/d<3.0 BEDOHEDOAETIE, BAIDbKELLotb, HOokhLTHWBE6DLH5
L, ¥, AKI-T, ZOBRbhARDPLSO2RE-TW33DbH %0

Y FHLEH% simulate THRIX, BROHLFUIHRIUOEH HTER LM T LABNERCL S, #ﬁi
HoHEbLF E LT, Taylor BRI & Z> 3 (}(if@{ﬁ%’}ﬁb 55tk &, cross frow drag m#F % »n b 2 kIR,
WS, D298k ffibhT\5,

1 1 T T T
) B sl R
- - dnind A ———
- g l’ W__—
4 20 AR 90 3 /: O
{P) / SN l?t’
100 ¥4 — [;
/| - ,,,- pmsem wenons yev ST T, LN 8
a0 r Y — x: B wx wLEn
g RV g . 2 A ——O——4.5mX0.812:X0.2674n 0.8KPROPELLER 1)
/ 228t 15—]’“' ) r) Bt 4.5 X0.818 X0.257¢ 0.M(PROPELLER 2)’
80 Vi P2= Wi 1 C——f——2.5 X0.45(5 X0.1485 0.20(PROPELLER 1)
-~ / / N\ LI sg- ki, g o D——-Yer—2$ X0.500 X0.164 0.80(PROPELLER 1)
] / / BT } ’ﬁ /AL.J 10/0"0 m; ; a ¢ Em—m——2,§ X0.4168 X0.13& 0.84(PROPELLER 1)
3| 70 ] ] O%[ 07 uss
% l i \L;; ,,.;m £ lo7oToreE x
d\ 60 S
iﬁ I
sol_tl_{} L | . { 1.0 2.0 30 s O 5.0 5.0
10 20 30 a0 56 &0 - RS
Fig, 3.1 Shallow water effect in angular velocity Fig. 3.2 Shallow water effect in angular velo-
68) city, tanker. 63)

158



L 2.5000 m

B8 0.5000

d 0. 1638 wm
th 5.0

By 306

A 163. 4 xal T
Cn 030

En. 018

%f vlzc

SINGLE SCREW b SN

Fig. 3.3 Result of turning test in shallow
water, 67)
v
. &(Ysoc) . {knots)
04r 8
=] ——n/T+00
= N T
03t F= U = o 6
A i \\\~_~\ T
0.2 7~ - 4
= ey
paR
3] - 2
L
o : : i . 1 1 4 : 1o
o 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 t(sec)

Fig, 3.4 190,000 dwt tanker-simulator results
of step response tests, =35 deg, 69)

Berlekom « Goddard®iz, PMM 5 % Fi2 £ b 2 kH
RCOMERERD, Fh, TR_FDILI, AT
FROBEADHMAEE Y, 7 r 7 EEKETERED
B & LTR®, KEMOBRKIECOEE) Y simulatel
T\~%o Fig. 3.4 1% 35°step Bt T AL D
BT, BIT(T : oK )H2.0TIL ¥ RBRABEL XL,
BB L DE D 2bbivs, BRERSE, (=9

80,000 (NT TANKEA
FULL-LOAD CONDITION
HALF AHEAD SPEED

35 DEG RUDOER

Fig, 3.5 Effect of
performance,

water depth on turning
70)

80,000 OWT TANKER
1.4 FULL-LOAD CONDITION

Turning Rate

1 -
s "R

T0 PORT
I

T

-l

=+

-

-BUDDER ANGLE |

-0 -15.0

159

T —
a8

Fig, 3.6 Effect of water depth on steady tur-

ning performance,

70)

Whdieh, 2o, BL-BECETD LIRS T, BKTIRr R BN Ied i, EEETRS /D

é <_tc01‘:‘6°
Eda ﬁi]](!)bi’

SORAETHUCHEBSERL A TR D, EEBRT A & &) MR RD, BKIETOE

BB L T\ 50 Fig. 3.5 1%, 8H & v 7 —DIS°HERDHMPEDOHE T, h/d=1.5T3, tactical dia,ix
K E { e b advance A LTV BA%, h/d=1.2 Tit, tactical dia, i2JEHic k& {7 b, advance %

FhR&LILoTWdo

159



— g A AT
\\\" feen I toears)
- o
™~
N} \ \\ os
- £ £ Sy | 5 Z’Z T g 0 .-.“ n.l“"- | ‘
23 ‘0 st \}; ) \
-u--:—n.nu- \ T18E3%0 BERNICIAT ot ]
i ) T ot | N
. oY . i I ]
Fig. 3.7 »—3 curve for deep water, ballast Fig, 3.8 »—3J curve for shallow water, ballast
condition at 60 r.p.m. 71) condition at 60 r.p.m, 71)
\ + MLl o ey \ N *
| ws) \ it Hthe
N
- - - . - - (/ . | 1 -u-.: n-ul'(:ul L N _ . . . i (,/ ' : -m:.--u :ux
\-M ° Y
TI57ESSO BERNICIA” :K TrslY ANIGIAT \\.,
L “Vl.‘..: PdAL AT W RP Y. \ scH  agviens L LTI 0 aMa \
-uu‘wv.‘: : ::-vl-u- \ -‘uulnhﬂw:::'.l" ™ .
Fig. 3.9 »—3 curve for deep water, loaded con- Fig. 3.10 y—38 curve for shallow water, loaded
dition at 70 r.p.m, 71) condition at 70 r.p.m. 71)
EMORKIRIC T 5 BREHEERL, BRECER €550 OSANA, 278k OWT
OHEDEFIH S Fbievpd, Esso Bernicia™ < Esso ~
Osaka™7r ¥ DERIH B o i enlduial N [ s
. 1= Shslewth wwn g, " (] oumc
193,000 DWT % v — Esso Bernicia {3, full load ve Sesed v 2 \// ooV
i . re v RLEIR Nt SHALLOW WATER
i UF ballast © 2 JREBIZ D &, Bk LK T, fEm, A (anasere OF Push _3‘01',—' WT=1.2
. 3
AT, ZHE BERBAT ORI Fig. 8.7, 8, ol
9, 1011, HA24 FARBOFER ¢, full load OB L : s :/, :
3, hjd=1.42 CIREKELEEA DBV, | " e Pl en " weame
[}
ballast cond, DAL, 2/d=2.9 TITIEEIMIIHEE D 12
B EEET ETLTV 50 A/d=2.9 L\ 5 KB, 03
Fig. 3.20, EEMECEELRELAR bR T 2HREK o
EOHERICH B0 . .
278,000 DWT % v 7 — Esso Osaka ORfABL, Fig. 3.11 Smoothed spiral tests results, showing
IFHERICEVRIBC, 2/d=4.2, 1.5, 1.20 3 KEI dimensionless turning rate versiis rud-
T, EERER, ZIBIERRL LA ORBATHR der angle, from 7 knots, 72)

2o Fig. 3.11 XA FARBMERT, KO, SH
REEL b, KECX ) EHCELL T 5o Fig. 3.12 13, 35°Eﬁ;z[]@§§h%jm Fig. 3.5 kR L7 Edafll
OHE LB R U ERRE TV 5o h/d=1.5 OFRIKET advance (1A L tactical dia. (2{ir i
fn, LB L, advance, tactical dia. LHAE QLT %o SHREEMS, PRIKETET, B
KTIHFBRERLSE>T Do :
s EEROREHDOR(2.8)K,

160



ESSO OSAKA, 278 k DWT

2 km

SHALLOW

1500 |-
TACTICAL |
DIAMETER 1a
w
X
-
— o
¥ 1000 [ — ] 3
w ADVANCE = 90° =
(-3
W -
= &
w 12z
w z
2 8
2 500 |
L TRANSFER @ 90° i
1.2 1.5 . 4.2
0 T T T S—
1 2 3 )

DEPTH/DRAFT

Fig. 3.13 Changes in turning circle indices with
water depth, 72)

1 km

Rudder 35° Left

Approach Specd 7 Knots
Fig, 3.12 Water depth effect on turning circle
path, Depth/draft ratios of 1.2, 1.5

and 4.2, 72)

doo=N'p(Y!,—m!) —YIgNI >0 +oreeeereees (2.8)
R\ T, BMEBBOKR X 2% Ly, & - TEMOIE
YRAVTELT L, BARTOHBEEHIORITKD
r5weihssoe

Ap=kr*{doo+(m' +m';)N'g}

—kr(m! +m'5)N' >0
kri3 % - TEEOFER LB &, KEOHD & i BRI
1D #MLTHL DT, do>—(m'+m') N'g/2 ir
B, 4 BB ORT BER ML Tz Ly
B.2DRXRLTWBA, zhdEENEE R, 3B
DRBERENO 2B X5, LT BFHLEI
Lo

Fig. 3.14 Effect of the finite water depth on
directional stability of a ‘Mariner’
ship, F¥=0.0905. 15)

T T
LOF -
L
Stable . Unstable
‘—’—. N
-
—
_&_0.5-
|
|
|
I
1
0 11 i
LO 1.5 20 2.5
4+

Fig, 3.15 Effect of the finite water depth on
directional stability of a supertanker
(C5=0.805), Fx=0.0675. 15)

Fig. 3.14, 3.15™%, sway R (¥ yaw © damping JJOENADENDLREROTILERILDT, &2V
~HR, <V F—MRBEIR, I OKBCIZEMITLAERT/NE L, D, bfd=2 FECHREL > T 5,

l, DF %, hld=1.5 HiE X b ZECHML TV Bo

161



< U F BT, h/d OFPLItic, REEIKRICEBHML TW52, 2 v —BHOEA L, HE
KRR TEHEAREL LD, IbRB DL, RERIEHEL, 12, BECKEHILISL>TW <,

DL, KERELL-TW E, HHPHKEDLZ AT, $HBEEBEMNEREL D SETT 3 L0 5
Bz, 2vi—MEckEnRbheT X 5T, SSPA ©o simulation® %, Esso Bernicia, Esso Osaka
DEMRBRERIC LB PR TE Y, Fujino®ix = OFRIAES dangerous depth & 4313 Cu B o

3.2 BRKETOELME

RO BGEM A T 550 1 DO ERIC BRI ERIEEND Do MORAEROFER & LTIt Lk 2 K
ETerRFEYELCELETAHE, XX ZOWEOHANELONDH, HAKERLS  OMIIEETHR
WET2R[ERCEBEL TR e RS 2BEL TEET2HNERHRBENE e LI AN—BRI a5 2
BELTELT2B 8RR ECEHE LV ER BB LAY T5 L EbhTw5 X 5 CIEREMT 2555
To £ THRAB KT 5HEEBHOVTREVETBRTWBEDT, I TR rSEYELCRAEE
T3HAOELESRITTREOEEC SOWTRNS,

OB LT, SRITB*PEIVCHEMPRABL v —DPa¥ flicth, EFEHAVHETY 1.1
— b THZER L - THROMEF, A, EEAS XCHEDRMEL L KFEOBEGELANT Do HER T
W, MRECETEHE, J=V/nD (D: 7eRFERE, n: 7e_SEER) ¥ 54A—F~-2 LTS a5
B X - TIRECEREI W B AN ¥ ERCRD, FRINENEFOMNR T v RS UELRALTHE T .
I OEERNEET D ETO, VLW B WERIERR 4 X ER BT 5 2 OB OMEERC G X 2 TED,
Bl ORI 7 r SN REMHC BETHI0L LTHELL ERL ANMERRC Y 5 FHRERD Gt
Fig. 3.16 & Fig. 3.17 KiRL TV %0 MO L¥SIMOBLOMBLRL, TEIIMOBREEY, HaB
B IUEERA ¢ OREHEERL T 5o ZhIC Y3 EMBIHECH G ] OEORECIIEMK L D Aic
AL, EEAIERD LiroTWv%e B 4,=0 OO Xs/L(Xs: EILEEE) 3 L0 Ys/L(Vs : I
& Jo(Jo=Vo/nD, Vo : FHAMRE) DBIGRAFig. 3.18 RTL DT, KESMRVEIRDE [ o] OkEW
LTHTXs 2L, YsRRAMBEEMBHDRBo LOL | Jo]l OPNSVEETRAROEEIR LA LS
hig\oe

PLEDERTR, 7 o5 &g L RO EMEEIC T 2 & L REE, SRR (H) bk (d) okt
Hjd OfEc X Y EL3H, KEBERAORD DA H/A<1.5 ORFETHH, ®W7nd EEEFEETE S

L 2L K] 8 4L 5L 6L 0

o | 5L 6L
06 Sm - 10m 15m 06 15
t 10sec ppoyne ’ —X tr —X
30sec
HId =0 Hid= 1.3
Ve =037ml/s Vo =0.40mis
n =-30.3rp.s. n =-19.0rp.s.
Jo =-:-!0~°202 Jo =-0~6349
: tr =3.0sec _l tr =2.6sec
Smp- l —o—— Experiment 5m y —e—Experiment
v --s-- Estimation Y -+ -Estimation
B,9 (deg)
V(mis) B.®(deg) V(mis) . T
0.5 0.5
o {s0
-60 460
130 430
0 - . " 0 0 L 0
0 10 20 30 o 20 40 60 .
— t(sec) ’ —>t(sec)
Fig, 3.16 Simulation results on stopping of Fig. 3.17 Simulation results on stopping of.
large tanker in deep water, 91) large tanker in shallow water, 91)

162



Xs/L&Ys/L

H/d:oo f- 7
—— HId=2.0
———--—~ Hid=1.5
\\ ————— Hid=1.3 | |§g
. tr=0sec
45
14
43
12
11
1 : 0
-05 -04 -03 -02 -01
J."——
4-1

Fig. 3.18 Calculation results on stopping dis-

91)

tance and course deviation,

SHALLOW WATER, /T =1.2

1 km

MEDIUM DEPTH, /T = 1.5

1lkm

DEEP WATER, WT > 4.2
{

1.
g 1 km

I~

WATER DEPTH EFFECT ON STOPPING PATH

From 3.8 Knots, With 35°R Rudder & 45 Rpm Astern

(About 50% Of Available Astern Power, Ref. 9)

Fig. 3.19 Water depth effect on stopping. '72)

[}
| RUDDER
RIGHT 35°*
—
f—o—— H }
: 1km
- .RUDDER
LEFT 35° ‘
1km
SHALLOW WATER
RUDDER

RUDDER
LEFT-35°

DEEP WATER

RUDDER ANGLE EFFECT ON STOPPING,

RIGHT-35° .
TS i
I~ 1km

T
1km

IN SHALLOW AND DEEP WATER, FROM 3.8 KNOTS WITH 45 RPM ASTERN

Fig. 3.20 Rudder angle effect on stopping., 72)

[ B=0,r=0, ny0 |
Hid=co ]
J—0~____ -05
. v J
A =210 r.p.s.
v-N =15 r.p.s.
G 220 r.p.S. b
BN =29 T. p.s.
0--N=30 r.p.s.
Hid=1.3 ]

Yo

0.002

- 0-002

- 0-004

o E

Fig. 3.21 Measured results on lateral
induced by propeller, 91)

-0.006

force

b, BIEMERREBEARADRD. ¥ 7 v RS HENRER S COHRES 3 VW IHERAEEY S
UTw 2B, TOEEMES X OCBEERECRETEBEIAE o THREAOEIRIEC RIS TR KR
B 3BREL, VHEEAEEOSLBECRETEEIKENBLARAIBNEL Lo ENELLND.

—HERRAR X Y EIEHECRIETKED &y

163

ANLHRD D MEPND D0 = ORBRTIE KB MRS



EOBE L, TR 35° % & - TR O BB LR~ N
BHED 2 WHEPRR LT~ TR Y, MBEOEREY Fig. T-omm
3.19, HEDEAY Fig. 3.201RL T Do THOS . Hlid:=w

B HPMEHIEE DS, BRI L TR ERKE 1 0.0005

DEBIAZ LRI, B0 RIBEALEKEC N
BAKBOFTHIEE L KE Lo TBo TRk
BAREIVY { av—v a VEHERKBEMLSSRTZ &
MEZX Do ChLOELEHCRSWTERTNEAILS
ARG R T4 LB S COME & 7 r 5 i E

4-0.0005
B L »TT e s aptheBRT 58 ATRoN Ve
BLEE—AV P (NP BERTEELETHB. T

D Yp, Ne ik3tiegkgE+» %3, Fig. 3.21 & Fig.

3. 22T X D AEN BB L | J1<0.6 DEIET 0-0010
2Z OEIRAE K 7pBo fo THERBRERES LU ¢

Al =¥ s VEERRTLE Fig. 317 1AL h B & 5 0.0005
I, KRR TERKI K 3 & EEA XN L B

ROBIEAIIEEAE (/%o Fig. 3.19 & Fig. 3.20 o

D “ESSO OSAKA” DR Ciifitf%H L T 5 O TR

MOV I av—va VEHEEEEO BT, _

PlEf <7 Ye, Np DXL BELE IV ] OERE 1-0.0005
BTk X 3 BEAOEL L RHBetT 58K Fig, 3.22 Measured results on yaw moment

FRAIC OV T BT B Z LM TE B, induced by propeller, 91)

3.3 MEREMOTHE

FUE, RUAkE XM, PR UEETHTT2ROTEEL, BUHECH - THFT 28B4 LAL T,
BIZE, fpfka 7 source A TEHLLIREOTEE, NewmanPiz k 1 (2.26)R: LT RERT V5o
R DB ERE EOMA, FAMRBLELRKOFHC OV Tk, Tuck - Newman™3, BEKDBE, BAD
B, BAOEME L TO clearance 0 DPBA, £\ 5 3ODPFERH L TKRD & 5 BB E T L1
BROHEL, BERT vy 7 L%, '
g=—Ux+d1+ds+ b1,

EEDL, ARARCLIZLD, SHRMOMCLIZID, ¢ R TYELEL, ThLOHET VY » LR IRGKHE
I X D £ oLTRS, FETEIE 3,

Y(x, t)=p5(x)(a—i-— U——;-)V(x, t)-l—p(-aaT-— U—667>(V . A) ............ (3.4)

TRHOEDELT, MINEE— AV P ARD T D0 VIIMIDRD DI UIBIE TD cross flow T, pAit
ZOBEOHMEREYEH T,

3. OREDE LEL, cross flowV OEHAEDIBE LN THY, H2HIMEOEHEOLTLIL L 3
BaEEHT _
Fig. 3.23, 3.2443, RigBAESOMH, FARAUEECELIOHE L ERE LT, ERMCIEA
{E->TWEH, BENCHEDHF A EWEYRL TV 5.

clearance 0 DL, ML 2KRTHERD, 2290 2 RTEEOMEL L T source & vortex T s
L TfTuv 5o Fig. 3.25, 3.26 1%, RIUAZXOMCHTAHET, £FTIHROMBEE L EFTT B[O
BEXDEHE E/+L=+£2.0), BT THMOEN, LYW K2 KIENE bow in moment 3T HEEFi &
Bbhdo :

¥ 7= clearance 0 DFAXEE VML 2 K THOMF V2 LT 2 ADMED RV EE/L KD Tk et
BLTkb, £Ofl% Fig. 3.27~3.3087R T BMROMRLY LMD Thd L, & LT 2 BOBIHRIEEMEY £,

164



o
~

T T
g M Expls. ship B
5z 03 A ]
mg \ Expts. ship A
g0 R\
Té 4 . Theory ship B
% - 0 / Yuory ship A
0 Sm——— R\ &
g T A 3 ]
=01 74
- .\\\ Sl
—~—— .
a
&
® i 1 I [
600 400 200 0 200 400 600
Ship A ahead Ship B ahead

¢, feet

Fig, 3.23 Sway forces on two ships, and corre-
' spnding experimental results of Newton

L T T J T
g E \._~Expts. ship 8
3 60 '
- \
3% 5
s ¥ 40 /""\\\ Theory ship 8 _|
QO @ \[
o & \
= 20
[+]
@
hod
s -20
H
£
3 -40
2 Expts. ship A Theory ship A
-60 1 1 t 1
~-600 -400 -200 0 200 400 600
Ship A ahead Ship B ahead
€, feet
Fig. 3.24 Yaw moments on two ships, and

corresponding experimental results of

73) Newton, 73)
) Y/pu’d N/puibt
. e 10
4”’ S \P\
el }, 105 ;
----- 10 20 Al 3
) -30 ) 10 °o
£/4L 30 05 ° /,/
- 20 o \\ ,1'
Present Theory -1.0 Sroe s
° Collatz Theory =—--
Present Theory o Oltmann Expts. © -154
Collatz Theory —--== -20 o . °
Oltmann Expts. O
30 20 :
Fig. 3.25 Theoretical and experimental sway Fig, 3.26 Theoretical and experimental yaw
force on each of two identical two- "~ momet on each of two identical two-
dimensional bodies in steady motion, dimensional bodies in steady motion,
at a separation distance =0.625 (L/ at a separation distance =0.625(L/
2). 73) 2). 73)
204 s e 1'20.4
——~7n'=0.6 ——~-7'=06
—_—-n=1.0 —_——7n'=1.0
——=7'=2.0 S —-—=7'220
l N'
Y 0.5- ' 01
I/ \‘\\ ' —_— gl
-4.0 -2.0 AN 20 40  -40 -2.0 2.0 4.0
R S B N ' R
- D . T m- 1 ——
N ¢ NN
L/B=7-0 L/B=7.0
QS/L("-):OO J _05 “B/L(./n)=0',0 1 041

A=0.5

A:=05

Fig, 3.27 Sway force and yaw moment on two-dimensional wing in steady motion., 92)

ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ&LT%n%h®%%mﬁbf%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?%ﬁm@%ﬁ@<%ﬁ0@:%—%VF(NQD
HEGIA Fig. 3.27~3.30 KRTDTH Do 2T T A=L,/L, TRHSh D LD T DHERKRL L MEARK
FVBARREMBIREARTENEZF A LRl b IDRENSKINL ANRKEVRBEDOEIAE k-
Twbo FRRENS IOCRBINMBBK S E & ADBFRY Fig. 3.29~3.30 €RToe Z 2T Xy, Xu iXZ
DRKRIED E DiExFEHTo AXEREIHABK L 705 HoWTik Fig. 3.20 ©FET X 51 122,05l L0

165



L/B=7.0 .
¥B/L(*)=0.0
A=2.0

1o

==
s

N
I 0.2 — - "'20.6
———al0
—_———n=z2.0

4.0

L/B=70

%¥B/L(%)=0-0

A=20

-0-1

-0.2-

Fig. 3.28 Sway force and yaw moment on two-dimensional wing in steady motion, 92)

pu——

40 5.0

© DAND Expts.

L/B=7.0
FBIL(%)=00

Bow Inward Moment Max. Point : Xni

1.5,
Bow Outward Moment Max.Point: Xno
Xno L/B=7.0
'T REIL(%)=0.0
1.0} © DAND Expts.
1=2.0 © OLTMANN Expts.
05
0 : L L " :
1.0 2.0 3.0 40 5.0
—

Fig. 3.29 Relative location at the maximum
value of bow inward and outward

92)

moment,

o OLTMANN Expts.

L2
I \
0 \ 1.0 20 30

Suction Force Max. Point
L/B=7.0
¥B/L(%)=0.0

4.0 5.0

-0.5¢
© DAND Expts.
-1.0b o OLTMANN Expts.
1.5
’ Repulsion Force Max. Point
Xyr L/B=7.0
IL= ¥B/L(%)=0.0
1.0k © DAND Expts.
@ OLTMANN Expts.
0.5} °
U 1 i l J 1
) 10 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0
—1
Fig. 3.30 Relative location of the maximum

value of suction and repulsion force,
92)

B Xy 127 OECIIA Y HRELR A D —0.8L, HEOMECHEE S &nrbo 2% ) B L D ML Bl

166



REVES, BN MO midship WKic 0.3 BEONBT b2 BADRIISEATS & Lini b,
EhizDandDKBHRER L b X —HL TV 5o TICRKRE & L3R D OBKEI A U B D12 f1#5 D midship
DORTAR 0.30, BREEMMAETT2HEET, = DBLIZIEFRMKIC bow-inward moment KEAT A Lt
DIRE|H & bow-inward moment ik o CHZEDERIES B b, BMEREEYETAI LR %0

Tuck + Newman 0¥k K 1 clearance 0 i3 5518k, 2 ADMBEAR L BEDHETHBH, Dand™
i3, KT 2 MH R B AAE CHEDBEO T 3% clerance & LT, %%%E%swmemmlfﬁer$ﬁb
ZRDAH, ﬁﬁ&i#l@’b?‘gﬁsoto

&LT,DWWWL.hEOﬁ&mVﬂM%Kﬁﬁ@%géhhakb,%ﬁ#%m;mmemx%ﬁg,%
%mlmﬂaoﬁﬁ%ﬁbfﬁﬁ%ﬁotoﬁﬁk,ﬁ%@ﬁﬁ%kour,?nkﬂbﬂﬁrﬁﬁﬁ@$%ﬁ

JMLfbboEg331R,k?é@)bﬁk%%kﬂfé%%ﬁ%ﬂ—ﬂf,mmowrf%ﬂﬁﬁﬁt
VIR EREWETRE— 2 v b ERREL TV B

Abkowitz fli™%, BAKKR\T, BEEHOEED source & doublet THEbL, Lagalley D%E® k b Tk
ﬁ%*bruaoﬁﬁu%kfhKMﬁ,%%&m%&%x(énfxb,ﬁ%%%&a:&mxb,ﬁm@%
EOHEL T - T 50 '

BRI B TL, BEMOTEN, BEOE X ¥ET source HfHIC X DEABREECH B, Bk
#\ Tk, Newmen - Tuck™, Beck®, Dand™® o &g Tuck®™> DR EN TS L 51T, source 1~
TEROMEHAE I >TLBHDT, BATIX source & vortex % & b ILEHT 3 = LU BETHA 5,

Yeung « Hwang™zx, ﬁmf,L<ﬁ<%WUVHLW&f@U%AO$%ﬁ%,200%%%%&W%ﬁﬁ
k{20®W¢®?§%1$®ﬁh05wme&vmmxfibbt%%ﬁﬁtﬁvy%/ﬁklD?bfh60

;0~M%&§mfo?%M%&Lf,ngWle=0fdmmmm0©%é%%i,Eﬁoﬁﬁ%?aﬁ
ﬁ@QZ&i%ﬁﬁﬁovT@ﬁ%ﬁ%EOfM%M&%ﬁbto%thhé%Oﬁ&ﬁ6%&©ﬁo¥%b
%%ﬁb,mmﬁM”@%%&@%&%ﬁofvaﬂ,ﬁﬁ?é%m@(@ﬁ%~va%%bf,k#éof
WHX5THBo

WA BT, T ?AL%ﬁLﬁL%V%LTm,ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%wﬁﬂ%éé%ﬁtbﬁ B ARIRIZ $s
Wb, BEMK, BAMEEOLDIBMREROE ¥ELBE, FLHRT OB, BELTHTT S
Rl ol ﬁmkkbfu,Wﬁﬁﬁ@@?%dlb@<&6&%ﬁ,ﬁCK@f%,%&O%Okéémx
> TERKEEDRbhFNRRL > TL B9, BEENMLETHD.

BELTMITT 2 B4 DEROBRILIC OV T, 7
EEVOHER, HETEBORMNEV D, L xF
BOoHEBEREL > Th, k& HBHS Lh B8
ik, TORMM IR B EMNs L, B30t
DHERPEBMANORET L X OBBREIZKRELS B LD

O, HFEHEDHREVSBENG L, FHLTESF ]
BREOR, 2% ) ERBMOR, BUBLOFN Smre et
IO EBRBRECE WS o iz, Dand® i3, & S e . &
y F—"—l MOOELR
KBTOECELIRBIT 2B L ERET, BUBL . b“:fP

EBTHHEROBBMITDONT, kDL S I ArisHL
T3, ey
H1 BMREAMDOL IR, KXXDLLRLBMH ==
DEDTFHT, AMOF ISMOBERIZEA L 5T
VA, BIROTREROHELRELZTE & L e ir
5. Fig. 3.32 1%, BUA LARALES 5HO3ACEH
K3PNOREBERRELTRTo TIAMBLELDB M2 E
> TRTEVERSEE, ZROBBMETIT, BT
2|73 & bow in moment BZT DI DAHANER & B
AROPRIIES { & bow out moment & #¢ 5 2 3P Fig. 3.31 Measured interaction forces and mo-

BI~ER & Do ILRMEMES &, BHIMO ' ments, Y,/Lp=0,252. 76)

(NITIAL RUODER TURMING
MOMENTS (N 'HARD OVER®
POSITION

|| mooeL a4 mobeL 8
—— - —— SELF-PROPLLLED
——— e NOT SELF-PROPELLED

MOOEL_A AWEAD MODEL_8 AMEAD

167



LONGITUOINAL _#OM

174 ; )
HEVOLUTIONS  FOR

oDE
INCREASE ,*( oot 88 pou nt I:-ul
o y; . 4 tooo
- \
Cx X eEEN
carcuLaTen \, Sl ‘{\ o8 ° +2 000
° 1k i L hpe n 100
P L¢ . o on . e xofts
1.0 LOECREASE 4o
Ls G l!
e ccorct
$I0Es0RCE
Yo T
7 =
xel
‘x,/L,
06 g0 ° os ° 1 -

— - — Y%ofts ~ cres] caremimentaL
O-===0 =~ o = 0240 NESULTS

————— Yo/ls = 0-tev cazcuiareo mEsults  C

ENCOUNTER A

[

S, o

MOBEL ‘A’ AT = 1.37

MODEL ‘8" hfr = 1.0§

ENCOUNTER 8

—— ———

BOW TRAJECTORY

[ o, S — Y L
—

TURNING uOMENT
[ ~

<
L)
—

','\.
1) 04 =01 ‘

.*p MODEL ‘8’ . V'r

2 /- :
o va -

. MODEL ‘8 Va
e . MODEL ‘A" J MODEL W'
sow -our VA/VI“'” VA/V|-|3'

Fig. 3.32 Interaction forces and moment on tug
model C induced by model D-Effect
81)

Fig, 3.33 Collision situations in shallow water,
81)

of lateral seperation,

@ power & L% L3kic, BB L bow out moment < Bieid, BRPiCHEL L5 Lickebo MY
IO LEI~EB &, BHZD Eeb D, BIFRKEH~, bow out moment | bow in moment ~ &£
WEET Do ORBETHLANAEBOMRB D E, FHNLL VARBICESE, X 0B FBAY 513,
SIMMORENTRHETERL b, WRTHEVSEREND S,
#2132, ALBEOKETIOMOBVEBLOBET, Fig 3.31 KRTLILNLZFHMR, - DBEET 2D
DRERIBEA D50 BIAREFT XD ARES SR ohT, A, BALdic bow in moment #2348, =0
BEIBRKTRIRVEFII® LD LHTL 300, IhkhEn221cll, KIVWEBrRER s
WHBERD B THIESL L, BHITHV-KF|J & bow in moment %S}, - A#312 bow out moment %
X Bo BIHEATHLBVWHREEDD &, BMIXEHEIKESN L bow out moment N EZ{bA L, BEREZR
@ﬁ%ﬁﬂi?(t%;

Fig. 3.33 %, #ME0° THMEIRABAOMEOHME T, LD 2 2OBRIMTOHBOHET LR L T B0

4. BRKERHPICH (T D IRHHEED

4.1 kBEBEZEIHBREN

R AR A BT T AR O BRI U COKBREN KRS LBEYRIFTILRICAORATVS. ZOHA,
%®E$tt6W¢L@m?6f¢ﬁmmmm@%®%hkm«1k?<Kmbfvo°% fxﬁfuirm
DI DA ONTIRNT AR D,

m%wﬁmm—if,Lm%m@-m%ﬁ%m—ﬁoﬁﬁﬁm%®¢®ﬁL%%#MﬁT5ﬁm%ﬁmﬁm?
CBBEIEIVE—AY FEDOWTEX D E, BATKBEOHLE LT T 58 & FORLEN b—F DKE
BERE - HTT2BELRRE S Richo MBERMBEL) OMABHREERHTH B0 L, BEIE
HIERHE I Bo o TCZDWMBENCOVWTE LB L T ABRIBORE,NE b, BETRWTIIKE
EED G OWE|S, B “bank suction” AH = LB —HEREOBKKMTIC I Tiz—F DKEEEE
R THATT a5, 5T bank suction 3EEAEH LD,

ke fET % bank suction DF X, KL TERROKEORLALHERTHTT sIER @ E,
Fig. 4.1 I&RT X 51c, —fic suction force & fAE HKKEBENLHEE 5 &35 bow-outward D E— A ¥ } i

168



Bank suction

S1LLLLLLLLLLLL N LLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L L L LLLLLL \

rudder
control
force

+

Lift due to drift

Fig. 4.1 Equilibrium conditions in motion along
a long canal bank,

PEI IR LD LT X D AKKEERE - TEfTIC
BMTTDZ LMW TE S, Eda®® i3z OFHERIEIBIL T
ﬁﬂ%%&ﬁﬁmxb%ﬁﬁﬁﬁom%%ﬁﬁmmﬁT
HHCETHMALRDTE Y TOERY Fig. 4.215R
To CORDOHBECHWILENND) x—2v r (N)

%,

N'=ap' +ay'(+ad+ap'i+asy'y®
+agd®+a'y’ ot +agdy’y?
+a90%y"0+a10v'y'o

Y =bv! +byy' g+ 530 + b2+ b5y’ ?
400 +b70"y" o+ bsly"o?
+b952y’o;|‘b1071'2y’o v
DHEFATHRDLL, ar~aw, bi~bDEh LhOFRE
Table. 4.1 WRTHED TH Do BL yo=p/L T yo lIKBEALIEL L ORI ARMLEERDLL TV 50

W/B
D./H

a
as
as
ay
ag
(7]
ar

Table, 4.1 Hydrodynamic coefficients of yaw moments and

3.70
1.21
—8.45FE — 01

—1.28E - 01"~

—7.03E — 02
—6.72E + 00
—~5.09E + 00

7.12E — 02
—2.22E + 01

—5.83E — 01 -

7.38E — 02
—3.37E + 00

2.00E — 02

—~2.54E + 00
6.44E — 01
2.02E — 01

—1.82E + 02
7.44E + 00

—2.17E — 01

—4.75E + 01 .

1.87E + 00
-1.79E — 02
8.36E + 01

9.41E — 02

3.70
1.34
—5.37E — 01
—1.19E - 01
—5.26E — 02
3.27E + 00
8.33E — 01
_ 2.13E — 02
—1.15E + 01
—6.71E — 02
—~2.78E — 02
—2.16E + 00
2.60E — 02
—1.03E + 00
4.41E — 01
1.41E — 01
—~7.48E + 01
7.99E + 00
—5.55E — 02
—3.06E + 01
7.46E — 02
1.21E ~ 01
6.05E + 01
7.63E — 02

3.70
2.01
—2.61E — 01
—4.34E — 02
~5.34E — 02
—2.02E - 01
—3.01E — 01
1.36E — 02
—3.45E + 00
3.45E — 01
7.23E — 02
5.00E — 01

1.16E — 02 -
—5.04E — 01
1.42E — 01
1.28E — 01
~1.15E + 01
5.69E + 00
—4.90E — 02
—4.43E + 00
—7.14E — 01
—~1.83E — 01
1.03E + 01

3.80E — 02

84 (DEG)

w/8:3.70

ALLOWABLE RUODER ANGLE 1S DEG}

ALLOWABLE RUDDER ANGLE(IS DEG

0 T
0.2

410 +

0.4 o6 os 10

Yo, /8

N 40 T
NG 8 toest
\

-20 4+

-0 4+

40 &

\
\ 21T
3,

Dw/Hei 21 & 1.34

owrH -z%

D,/ H 12

ALLOWABLE RUBDER ANMGLE (IS DEGI

4 1©

10 4
ALLOWABLE RUDDER ANGLE

4 !
T |

0
Y,
o478

20

113 0EG) \,

204 N\

=30 4

~40 4=

/ )

\

N
wiBs308 N

Fig. 4.2 Required rudder angle to maintain

N
\,
\

wW/8s4.58

off-centerline course, . 88)

6.17
2.01
—~2.18E ~ 01
—1.39E — 02
—3.92E — 02
3.53E + 00
—6.47E — 02
1.458 — 02
—9.38E — 01
—1.79E — 02
3.80E — 02
—4.25E — 01
1.70E — 02
~4.47E — 01
5.32E — 02
8.92E — 02
—1.17E + 01
1.46E + 00
1.36E — 02
~5.56E — 01
—7.71E — 03
—7.77E — 02
9.67E — 01
4.69E — 02

sway forces,
9.88
1.21
—~4.67E — 01
7.92E — 04
—3.83E — 02
1.79E 4 00
—1.03E - 01
—1.24E — 03
~4.98E — 01
—~8.67E — 03
1.14E — 02
—-2.97E — 01
1.09E — 02
—1.51E +4 00
4.98E — 02
1.58E — 01
—8.01E 4 01
3.89E — 01
—~1.05E - 01
—-2.15E + 00
—-1.97E - 02
—6.30E — 02
8.91E + 00
4.40E — 02

88)

9.88
2.01
—2.44E - 01
3.30E — 03
—4.85E — 02
6.62E + 00
~3.95E — 02
1.76E — 02
—2.12E - 01
1.52E — 02
3.94E — 02
—~2.81E — 01
1.06E — 02
—3.66E — 01
6.09E — 02
1.03E — 01
—1.72E + 01
1.46E — 01
3.31E — 02
—2.54E — 01
—3.08E — 02
—8.31E — 02
1.14E 4 00
5.98E — 02

~ / ~
~ W/0:6.05 S

g:aﬁ;@;5mm%@@¢m@ﬁ~ﬁf5hduh®l5K$@ﬁ%%%otiiﬁﬁf%6ﬁ,m%ﬁ
DBETEERLD, KBENEboTch, BERKEXEELLY T84 LEOFERBRATCHR, &

BHRKRELEYLRE - TRBEEFCERLRBC LD E3ExXbh 5o

F o CRBIBELKENE(T HKD bank suction KT 3FEHMBICOWTEL TLB. = DBV

Tt Norrbin®»99,90 0> Sty 7e FEIEA b HBE T, FOMDTHRENTIZEA ERYS feus

O ERRESIHLABROERL ThbDo
BX 5 mOBEML A TRARARCHESERE X OKEEE (short bank) WiF# L CHifTT 5D bank

169

o JEATZ =TIkl



Forward < ‘““““““? quL Lt
10 Newton gauge i s 2 LLLLLLLLLLLLLL
5 . 2 [ —_— [ " -l] YT
¥/u /[Y o ]l..--
JANRR | e
] Aft - Ferso ! N
10 Newton gauge Co 1 F
W%e?@ga 1=5024 m V !
B=0852 m
1 720339 m
4 u=054 m/s 0 A A s
Cosssoeisecsses IllllfL/_L[llLlllllllI -2 6 8
&__E:.-- > 08378 Length of bank equal to 3L ship lengths saited
Fig, 4.3 Lateral force transients for model
meeting surface-piercing finite bank,
89)
. ) ) _ ‘ MK 27777777774
suction DO FERELYHAM L A% Fig. 4.3 TR #A 2 LLLLLLLL L LLLLLLLLL L Lt Ler s,
B8 bank OFiHEAEBL - L » suction force AH3E
2
RLt&®, R bank OFRAEE BRICIZIZEA L ~ — Ivr)/ iy,
BRARRBIC /L 5T\~ Bo %7 short bank » A EET r — Y /[N.,u,.]%m

SO NE T — 4 v P RERIMAE > TEHAILEAE ]
Fig. 4.4 "o ZORD LIz bank ORI MNPED
3f5T, T 6f5DHAT bank DRI HERR DO

DHGBHCHRT B E L THRDL TS0 BT - e Nea
mldShlp @&E’C’b% o ﬁh@ﬁ%% bank @ﬁﬁfﬁ% 1 Length of bank equal to 6L ship fengths sailed
MEBEN LM bank OFELZF Tk, Fre— Fig. 4.4 Variation of interference force and
# ¥ MEBLT bank ORBIRAE 2B T B RIC K mcment on the Svealand model in
EhE—AVIFMEBLTWS. ChbOBRTFERES transient motions past short bank, 93)
ROENZAROHPH T » T _ , o

%%, Fig. 4.5 7T 5 1T ;Tc@ *'@_
h :

bank &30 KBEHECTEDOKR
¥ INET HRBRAS S b ‘ i . |

force DFAMED FHHIGY, &

fR & & D bank & $s13 Bsuction . ‘
force L HR & & D bank NP L EM.MML . ij . |
DEREDY (Yis/Vis=w) & f"@'— A e —

LT Fig. 4.6 R RL T\ %o :
bank ORI MED 6 f2BE [ . oo e

e e

nk)@tﬁﬁ-&ﬁ{jb BRI S L Fig. 4.5 Variation of pressure load distribution on a wateline
Frbhze Dk, KEHF—E cylinder of' the Svealand model in motion past a short
DB Ofbic Fig, 4.TieRkT X (3L) bank. 39) '

512, W% % platform bank .

DFEE LD bank DABFR L > TEXOHEIR 5T Do ZDORREVT =0 L wall bank DD
/3
suction force I~ platform it 3 Fhir Al e h—h DEKTEETES L >REbhbo

PED X3 eEHE LTD suction force H3FH< long bank DB IH~T, JEEEHD fEFT 2 short
bank s\ Tix bank ORMBEMTHAOR LU~ 2 v MICRBMEERT 5%, BRELERCERLXETS
T ERieBo FIC bank WEHELAD, WMENBIBEREHAIL bank KHRLIDTHE L HD, 3E

170



Yis

YLI-. ’ A
' == | T Ih
== h Al
0-8 L ’/y— = . .
4 Yiu,n,s
0 6 ;// U.'l' ,;')_hill_
A Y Y(Uo'z" T)hi_h]_.1
~ 10 __
0.4 —_— B .l i Series A
A 2,22,2 /
- - 0.8 122,23 Y
——— 4 =Tyg=oms : 4
02— 4 plgeono : :
- = —=="Mean curve 0.6 h 7
0 L i A 1 N | A F -2 -F\TH— /.
1.0 20 30 40 50 60 0.4 /
Lg/ L : .
Fig. 4.6 Relative magnitude of maximum bank B J’
suction force during passages of banks 0.2 //
of finite length. 89) L , /’
: fﬁ
. . , O 1 & 1 L 1
HicRRICRBL 125 o ~ 02 04 06 08 10
WL, D HiE 7 ORE L Ak RARMTC RIS h-h
EERERIHBEEREOMBTHS . MOSHBKES )
DHECB L TLARER 2 fils LU 2 HBMMEY v Fig. 4.7 Effect of platform submergence on
VY AR TEHMCANORTWADT, &2 Tk maximum suction force, 89)
KEHPTOSHBLRE/R TS e owTE X T4
5o

C BB T OB R OHFREKIRCERARO BAD X 51 static derivative &IFIh B MIRE Yo
Ng, Yo—(m+4mz), N, OE0GIREHREEMRIRE ST, Fio bank suction &0 KEEEED BV IXKBRIED
HEYERETHLEND D BARKBOF LR EXRTT2HECECTLEREY o~V F—HRBL 27—
PAEE X HRBRBERCAORS X 5, fThoBa b KREHLEYEEL /o stability criterion (ZIE& 7D
MRISTETRELDOREIC BT iy ho LALKREBIBHETZZ LR L » CEKERHMTL TS HEN
£\ro ROV TR Khattab™ i & a8k B o0 H BHRECBEE U TR T %0 Eda®®i3z Off
BE&RD L 5 Ef > T30 ¥4 rudder control & 1T '
Sa=a(p—ge) +b'P +¢' (Yo—Ye) +d'y'a+ 36 .

=8+, PSP (4.2)

Z ZC a=yaw gain constant, 3’ =yaw rate gain constant, ¢/=path deviation gain constant, d’=path

deviation rate gain constant *ZFi>t. T DR & yaw, sway DEREESFBRRIC L VR rE VT30

9= o ¢ne® »  (heading angle)
n=1

- _3 a'nt’ s 1 .

=2 Yin * (path deviation) % e (4.3)

=1

%

b= fj d,e” (rudder angle) [
n=1

2T ¢ny Yions dn BHHIEHR S ESKERTHY, Eloon RROFRFTERNBO R EREYE
i’??o !

171



Poa'lns +P10'In4+pza"na +p30"11.2 +P40"n +P5 ={

HlY = DEMFBROTNTOROERINATHINIREL Do Vb5 Eigenvalue analysis &FETh %
FETHDo UEDOREAVT Cp=0.83 D& v I —REEZOWTOHEFY Fig. 4.8 ©RTo ELZDHE
HE & DK IBIR O\ T yaw gain constant D{ED & L X ¥ 12k, Eﬂ%ﬁfﬁ%l’b@]ﬁ?ﬂﬁ]@ﬁﬂiﬁﬁ&%’\’

o b DT, BfEL R VEHIRKEFIRERO - EIEHIR
KiRic s\ T HBEARELBTHS. Ll 52H
Fig. 4.8 RT I oKk, ZOHEKBRTRRABITE
WA A E S T IER I EEL a=4~5

({f2L W/B=4.58, H/d=1.2) ORECRELEHBEEL

BT LB THIEMAKEDOFLEREXHITT
BHEd, FLTEDLLA—HOKBECES » THTT
BE RO LAE X Do Ho TIREICIERT B
TN EBE D EFORADORBIDNIFTAAL
BIHET S BKBEF TORGMELE T LA TE %o
(4.2)RD a LV %% 2 TRKE T H-2BR KA %250, 000
DWT o2 v h —2fifTdakofilfr> 2v—HL
7o DA Fig. 4.9 & Fig. 4.10 TH 5o

Fig. 4.9 ‘Cix path deviation %, Fig. 4.10 Tix
heading angle DELERL 72 b DTWThb DHIRE
LLT2EDHEANELLREETHD. ThbOfk
HBGir yaw gain, yaw rate gain constant OfEAL 2 T
RREREETHBNA LD EREML T Bo-Th
EHIROHBEERDE TR L E—HLTw5o

LA BBk B 2 MDMAT T R O KR BER B I X U gHEE
BRI DV TRNT E s, FOEEEIIRTHIE,

(1) YROZ ERMALKEL D KBELERT R

B0 Bitth b dEE e BEFIC /e 5.

(@ PKBTIIAREOHEL D KERIED D\ 1L KEEE

OEENFERCEETH D,

C(8) —HOKRKEREEL THRITTARET HHEMIL
©KBIER X OKERBATAE, ¥ mKBECE

HHRBKRKEL S0

(4) MAKBHTREETHHHSH A ALGIRIELE G
o Th ) SHREEIET A ENGh B,

Tt 3 I RKB A TIRKEI B - T BT 5 A0 i
f, byl hofhe s, 35 1 DR EEENE
EHEELLD,;, HoTID200EREY PhEBEHEX
BHEHR I TREDOKRE X LEDOKEK L RITTELRB
EDOBEFRE O ENTE D0

4.2 Pk TOEIEMEE

A TR TR A KB - THATT B D
W PERT 3 084 ORIER SRR E O RIE Db
RREEROMER BT BB o B HAR TIzKEEE
T X TR EFERCHNER T A AT, HRbB VT
B 5 BRI LTIt 7 v <5 i L TR A
T 5 HFERERRBANE V. LZANEIHTY

172

TANKER FORM (C,+0,83) AT-F 0054

Dy /H= 1.2

R, O, b'=¢'=d's0

04 r ’
of
2| o2~ ,
i OPEN DEEP SEA
wnl.
3| \ 10 is
“T-0
w
-
<]
E -02 |~
¥ W/BA6.11 ¥y, +0

w/B:2458 .y;e-o
w/8:3.05, y'oc 0

Yog"0:05

[+}

.

.
Vo.'

Fig. 4.8 Directional stalility vs yaw gain cons-

tant, 88)
s
F TRANSFER
a0 r—
aosj— /_glb'-c
% o \}\\
AN
AN
-0,05 b=
e 250,000 OWT TANKER
we3088
Dw/Hel2
asl

Fig. 4.9 Ship path after yaw disturbance of 2

degree, 88)
}
-
“r e L/
1z}~ . HEAOING cHANGE. L " H o:- . ;
— —— +
ol = w —
o arhis0
w0 cinTaoLr 250,000 OWT TANKER
. W/8+3.05
L] o Ow/H=l2
v asb's2
[0 arh'sa /A\
NN - z/““ / \
R | / 1 ':&.“Z;_ P A
R 7 N NS e

-t — TIME (3£C) \ ) \
N N~ \

Fig. 4.10 Heading angle after yaw disturbance

of 2 degree, 88)



WAk S CRE L ESRISBAER AR E L), BRBELCY ExEE L) Hic2Ey =T,
A TEBARKE TS v X5 RMEL TEIET 20BN KBIBIC L 5 TED X 5 REMT B 2o
TlhNbo ZDORMBERDWTIL SRITF2EE W TCHRATFTONERD 5RL BTHD, ZZ TR hiBEE
L P OW R A HKICRFT L THh Do

(@) MOMIBPREHNKEBEFORECHDHE '
78RS YERS AT OB KBIEPOR EC—RK L TW B BERDOV TR L v —4flic kb, B
HELEEERNGAL NG NREE AV THFLERHO Y § 2 v —v 2 VEREEZT > TR 5. —RICHKE
RO TIKERBRWEEI T LA ETH AN, BILEDHCRETARBEECES LB TRET 5 A CKE
DHERRYRKE I\ HIA=2.0 C2WTOMPO Y § 2L —v 2 v ERER L EMBNRREROfl Fig,
41T To HLZ ETHG 7 v <5 IR L » CIRERERET 557 Yo Neico\ T 3 5% 2 8T
MAIBAKREOMEE LD E AT %o HEHE (Xs) LBAE (Vs) WRETRBIBZELH M Fig. 4. 12
RARTIDTHDo ChODFHEKRIC LB EMELK " a W — Kim
HEEC M L 7 WIEIC SO TR MROZ i S Xs/ | remenssis — e
Lix 1 Jol (AL Jo=Vo/nD, V,=%MHE) K&
AR - THML TR D, i o ¥EELTELR
WEXs/L, Ys/LiZKBEI/NE 1D LT 2 HMAIC
HBHo TDIIRENLTNDOKBIBC BT | Jo] 2K » ‘
LTV E, 5 | Jo| UETRMOEELKFL 1 nee
X DIRE DBV BRAKKECERTS X S e , *
B0 BB ZORAD | Jo| R ThThoKBEZ2WT
FEL, ZOEYE2 5 EKBECERTILDEEL
bitdo

(b) -AROPMARIRH K EARF.O4R £ b ST RIS IR Fig. 4.11 Simulation results on stopping of

LTW35E - large tanker in canal, 91)

7 T W RA LLET O MR KB IO R B 5 ‘
CARALL T, B=0, »'=0 TABECETTHMTL T\

Hid= 2.0
WiLs 08
Ve=0.220mis
n =-15rp.s.
Joz -0.243
tr=1.5 sec
——e— Ezxperiment
--e-~ Estimatjon ]

5 16 15 36 25 30 35 40
—s t(sec)

. X/L&Y/B Vec0.2m/s
Z)Bgf@ﬁl[:ﬁﬁb??_}sw%ﬁ%%ﬁ&@%}}ﬁﬂ;{ﬁﬁamoy\f WIL=1.080.8 n =-331r.p.s.
Y3 av—va YRR KR Fig. 4.13~Fig, m'ﬁ WiL=0.6 Hidn2.0
4L1IBRFTHDOTHBo LIEOFHEERICLS L 70/B WiL=04

X
=0 HILBOTMREI KB IEO LM LI B B B A 05f Wige
M ERA RT3 Jo OREIC s\ T b Fig.4,13 /%%ﬁ%
DX 5 CHHRBEERAKBEEES - BECRE o 10 / 5 7 2
BRI 5o Bb, BakBETLErommE  © VB R — tsee)

FRRLAETERR, EREKV-Tho AL X/L&Y/B

T PR T rRNIRYETIZ LR L - THERENS WiL=1.0
B FRoh L sucfion force & suction moment & 20r ﬁ wlL=Vg-IGL=0'8
DNOHABERC I > TREDZ LR Do T Z DS N
55 1 DOKBIEC - TROMIB T RRALES S W/L=0.4 l:?%wi
2 bhiil, ToMBKBECEMYTERTIAD L H1d=2.0

BAED Jo MbMREE 7 v~ UEBERD BHx HE 1.0
THZEMNTES,

D X5 RIAKBAFTORLERCEL TRAR, K
BRiE S L UKBREE L ik & ORIROfICifE E 7o <35
PEEEHORT S ELMEATELCDOTHE L En ) , .
bh b WKBRMTORLEOBRILELEL, 7m0 10 20 30 40
~ 7 HERRF O ROFIIRARIC X > TRKEECHRL Fig. 4.12 Course deviation and stopping distance,
Dy HBCIIKBEOFLREYBL THOBMHCEAT 9D

"~ 50
—t(sec)

173



Fig, 4.13 Effects of initial lateral deviatidn for Fig, 4.14 Trajectory of large tanker as function
trajectory of large tanker in J,=—0.3. of J, for initial lateral deviation.. 91)
91)

B ELHVIEFICERM LiTinb. BLUERT =
T BERSROBIELAT » T e W AR EE i e
X o> TKEBEL DEMABIONDBEILEVHDOL
ZExzbhbo.

4.3 REEEMOTFS

PokBEHRCOMGHEMOTEIMAOEET 2 EN
RPREC SV TEREERRSOTHSHHEH SR T Fig, 4.15 Trajectory of large tanker as function
V5o BIRBKBI B TR IE UL MR E e KR of J, for initial lateral deviation, 91)
B2 5 AT LRNCEVBLOTES VOB
&, 2MIFEERERETAZ LD, o THREREMOTBILIIEVIDO LD ThbDOMBEIOWT
i3 Moody®” 2 Miller’® DERERPIPIZEN b 5%, B Tan® (3 Yeung®® oOFE® AL ORKES% 2 548
TEEIBE LB TEEOBRBIIEAT 5 itk /1% matched asymptotic expansion DFHEIT X »TRDHT
Who 2MATEAIBETIE, 2HAEEL20HARRREN, @WAPIRE N L CGRARIFBUCRR L
Wi, Whd 3 see-sawing BHETH I B3P IFCRREBKKTOBA L ERRCLLFALTCE— 2V }
CoNTh FREOBEN LD Do EYRDE LIt bRKIEIN NI B EEhbDOTHNIAE (i oT
VWho BUWBTHEAT OWTULERR L B8N TIITHOME AR ), FHEAEEHTLERMCEFEN X
DL EDAEHTFENYZT Do T FOMMOEEZEN A& Rl HEBRO FTHMTMATH Lek
o

%3%%3ﬁ1ﬁ«t$m#b%ﬁmal5k,ﬁmﬁkbbﬁm%¢ubbzmmngAb%Azaumﬁ
VCEBTHEAOTENIAELS ST

(1) 2fAnEEEL2-oH3RE

@ 28BNEVWCEEFORE ((TXxA4VOBEAIL baw to baw » B stern to stern i“C)

(®) 2 MHEEL ORI
DIBECYITELDZ EMNTE Do i), QORBREROERELVIBRAILIERYETIRET

 BDo BBOMLTXEVDOEELD LEVIRLOBEDOH AR EEN), @ORMBITERHACE < AREWIR
LROREMOmBEIIE TS5 ekmaoLmbm#bmmmﬁ¢mw«fﬁw%¢@ummm
ﬂﬁé?%ﬁDmkﬁﬁﬁ%gﬁkmﬁ%D_k%%@bmﬁhukbkh%L%hbﬁ?Ah@%Afkﬁﬂ
FRBEEALHMAERIN Do Eda® i NTw 3 X 5 i 2 23T &4 54& D control wBIL T, bow to bow
ORBECEWECELULBENOTFHE— 2 v b0 peak RIEHEELLLD, ThMXELE 2MIEBRTHET
- control WHERPRIFTZ kFC‘/'J:%o

4.4 BOKERAITE OFEME

Pk B hy BT T B OMOBRE BT A2 BEABERC OV UL ¥ TRli~<zo LALBREMBEL LT
RIRLOMKAEETEE 4 OMELRD Do AIXERKEPTOREOME, BLHMROMED SV IREFL
BRIABIEH L TORBITELHROXEIEOMENRELOND. £LTIITIRZALD 2, 3 ORER R

174



hTHB,
@) MRE(CONT

EOMMAEE, P ABBVIEIBEHETEEELRELTWAZ LXBHDOZ L THBEMN, KBTIk
bank suction B L COMEREILIEBL KT hiXisbisvyo Eda®® piERIERERIC X % & Fig, 4.161cR7
X 5Plﬁ]’:}ii®i‘§7ln0~tﬁfo’c suction moment coefficient (N',) {230l suction force coefficient (Y';) LI
HLT Do FRERRTIEIINODOEMIEEAERL, HAMEL LD LAKCELTED, Zhik

BMEEECERYBETAI LR B. HHTERE
critical 7HSEDOFEEL VI bONREXL LR B, K
DHEFMFRRGEDRILDTMGBULTHOS  D&M%n
BRLI R BT L EX MEBRRED RS
bOTRAEWEI O RBbhb.
 DOREDRFIC OV TR LR Gt T B D8
REhbROMERERD T Do
Fpy= 2154("1—1)2 %
{ |:q(1 —fﬁne)—n] -1 }
BL  p=d/L, q=1/(1+e), £=0.24
m=H[d, n=B/W (H:X&, W:KK
1) '
(b) JKE& & AMEDRITRMEHEICDONT .
4.1 THRRIHBREMS X UMD & MECrERT 3
WS DORBE L T, KEELMEL D clearance Dk
o FRTTEESL & 5 HOHIMAE L 72 5o ’
Bz, Eda®®3Fig, 4.17%R3 L 5 i rudder control
ELT U2 AP, C=0.830% v —BEOBE

KT DERMTEERKBOAE I ¥ RO T Bo Fhel -

N XY EBEERRBEL CIKREOBE L H KBIFED
HERIVEETHEE LLEML TV %,

() BMALEICDOWT
BABEOHFC R TIHAE S EBAE QL hils
HBECHREN NOHEL ERTELWIBANL L,
EERFENOMTCEL TR KkOMhOBEn kS
O BREERICIIKBEORAC ML TREZEMRE LA
WhR L > T RMEMEYTIRT KD fE»TH
NERT BE~DHAEED D ILE RO ORGEM
BIL T 52 D hikEg, EAIRFTAE/ L searoom (¥EHE
®) FOMPHBREES&M L %580 bank suction 23484
EEHROMBERBAMCEBL TS LS00 —F

KOWHCH L TRERLEN 2 BB T84 b EE,

RMETHD, GLAHZALOBBICEL TERH, &
ARl & REET N E MO BEME OB AL T TEE L
Tibhitbhwvwo it b 3,

KD D 2 BAKBMTHEOMOBAERNY > § oL —
va VEHER X - T FliT % BEFORKKFD flow
- Fattern® BIREICIBIE T 5 UEAH Do = D flow pattern
KOWTREA DIERREL bR S AIIEKEN—F
DK ZIAN cross T B, RFFHCEITRERRD

175

-

>

= 06 —

4

u

(S

e

u

S 04 W/B:4.53,0,/H:=1.18

(8]

w o ,

-

< _

@

3'Q2._ W/B=532, D, /H=1.24

3 _li;_—q———~

2 -X- X

& o L | ! ]
5 o004 0.06 008 010 oi2
2

@ FROUDE NO. F = U//Tg

- &

4

-

Zz

w

502 |-

Iy

W

w

8

w W/B=4.53,Dy/H =118
=-0| - g

i W/B=532, Dy/H=1.24

Zz

o -x—L_ N, o

[e]

=

S o | ] ] J
5 004 006 008 0.10 042
9 .
2

FROUDE NO. F, =UA/7g

Fig. 4.16 Force and moment coefficients versus
ship speeds, 88)

D, /H
sk TANKER FORM (C,+0.83) AT F,=0.05
UNACCEPTABLE gﬁAccsPTAaLe
20}~ A .
c® % ab 8e Yos CLEARANCE
A 20 -13° 0102 2 FEET
B 30 -15° 0050 2 FEET
€ 40 -20° 0058 2 FEET
L5}
10 L

w/B .
Fig. 4.17 Composit limiting contours, guideline
to relationship between canal dime-
nsions and acceptable ship size, 88)



BEEH BT ELEM
- CKEBIEH RV 5= lock
M BRED flow patternfElf
HBREHLDOBABEL LRS-

Zh 5o Kolkmant
BER LY I v -~ s vEF
Bz X b flow pattern 2 #5
CE 2 DHEYRTH 5o

B OEE T O\NT L RAKE
BFTEED B\ i3 A BRI
DR CEE LD,
Dand - Whitelo? 31 FIEA
Eviav—vavitRiR X
b cross wind DX &ﬁﬁ
OBV TOBERERD
TW%o BKEHRLRELYE
% 8 mEX D VLCCERTD
REAFE R Fig. 4.187Ci3 cross
wind DEEWV ) L HHEVs)
DAY B ohCRIT
WOV /B) s X U cross f#
BOADHEMIRE {ftsT
Who

5. &

i

LI EHIBR AR 317 58D
PREEME BT B M L ORE
B OWTHRR T BE,
LEDE 3R zhBIRDNT
BHLIBERAINTIVS
RSB N EME
BEELBIRTV3. fik
EEDW L ohDBIR BT
2%k, ETRECHERTD
Tt I oHERE B U Tk

m  wip :
LOAD ®  + —_—
0-75 LOAD O =
0'50 LOAD & — e
~— — ————
MEASURED ON  CALCULATED
MODEL A
CANAL . 1.
Vr
Vs
ISt
*/8 (Loao) 6 m (LoAD)
1o
* 0]
* o]
+
_ #* ©
5
s 10 15 20 5 4 10
L ' -
10 t1 1:2 i3 -4 -5 g
Vr
A CANAL . 2.
15
/s (LoAD)
° ¥ S (LOAQ)
¥/a(o-5 LOAD)
ok . 8 -(0-5.LOAD)
L .
3 . -/./
9~ O 4% . m 4
5 , % 0}
_* A 4
s 19 is 20 25 §m 30
T LN T 1 T 1 R T J
o 12 13 r4 15 16 17 v8 19
B

EFFECT OF CROSS WIND & SPEED
ON LANE WIDTH & MEAN RUDDER ANGLE

Fig. 4.18 Effect of cross wind and speed on lane width & mean

rudder angle, 101)

B2 b BRARE CREAFHA TE BEELFEFECHERERN 8 A RKET TOWME N OF L e BR TS
R UHELT, BREREREMORELEOFMTICHT 2HORARE - BKBEEL &0 - HEOM
B, KB LB, MG T e T EOMETEN LKE - REIR L OBIES B\ % collision DRI
EHLEBETERE I RIS OMENBI N TV S,
FETRXLEFRESEOWRE~ND—PRILhEETH S,

2 £ X ™

1) 2 EgtE Y v AEC Y &, BAERES, 1970,

2) N. H, Norrbin: Theory and observations on the use of a mathematical model or ship manoeuvring
in deep and confined waters, 8 th. Symp. Naval Hydrodynamics, 1970. and SSPA Publ, No.68, 1971.

3) J. N. Newman: Some theories for ship manoeuvring, Int, Symp. Directional Stability and Control
of Bodies Moving in Water, 1972, and J. Mech, Eng. Sci,, Vol.14, No.7, 1972,

176



4)
5)
6)
7
8)
9
10)

11)
12)

13)
14)
15)
16)
| 17)
18)
19)
20)

21)
22)

23)
24)
25)
26)
27)
28)
29)
30)
31)

32)
33)
34)

35)

M. Fujino:  Maneuverability in restricted waters—state of the art, Dept. Nav. Arch, Mar, Eng,
Rep. No.184, Univ. Michigan, 1976,

H, Edstrand, N, H. Norrbin: Shallow water phenomena and scale model research some experience
from the SSPA maritime dynamics lavoratory, ISP, Vol,25, No.287, 1978.

E. O. Tuck: Hydrodynamic problems of ships in restricted waters, Ann. Rev, Fluid Mech., Vol.10,
1978.

J. N. Newman: Theoretical methods in ship maneuvering, Int, Symp. Advance in Marine Technology,
1979.

M. Fujino: Experimental studies on ship manoeuvrability in restricted waters—Part1, ISP, Vol.15,
No.168, 1968.

M. Fujino: Experimental studies on ship manoeuvrabrhty in restricted waters—Part 2, ISP, Vol.17,
No.186, 1970.

C. N, Flagg, ]J. N. Newman: Sway added mass coefficients for rectangular profiles in shallow

" water, ]J. Ship Research, Vol.15, No.4, 1971.

B A E-0 5 XV Koo TO 2 RERABEOMAMAROHH, H28EMMTTRRELHBIE, 1976.
FREFIERZ: Hypercircle Method iz X 5 $IRR KB I 3s1T % 2 KERGEOBF R IMERBOHESE, BA
fasEaE SO, 1345, 1973.

M. Fujino: The effects of the restricted waters on the added mass of a rectangular cylmder 11th,
Symp. Naval Hydrodynamics, 1976. ,

BEFIERE, BHRK: SIRKBFCKT R X UCBERET 5 EMNE 2 kK TEEAO M MERCOWT, H
AEMRF LML, 1365, 1974,

M. Fujino: Dircectional stability and control of a vessel in restricted waters, Int, Symp, Directional
Stability and Control of Bodies Moving in Water, 1972, and, J. Mech. Eng, Sci., Vol.14, No.7, 1972.
K. J. Bai: The added mass of two dimensional cylinders heaving in water of finite depth, J. Fluid
Mech., Vol.81, Part 1, 1977.

K. J. Bai: Sway added mass of cylinders in a canal using dual extremum principles, J. Shlp
Research, Vol 21, No.4, 1977.

K. J. Bai: Added mass of a rectangular cylinder in a rectangular canal, J. Hydronautics, Vol.11,
No.1, 1977. ,

N, E, Mikelis, W, G, Price: Two dimensional sway added mass coefficients for vessels manoeuvring
in restricted waters, TRINA, Vol,121, 1979. '

%QIE%: %nuf@mn LIMKDZ &ﬁﬁ@j@ﬁﬂngik J:Uﬁflﬂ‘fgﬁ"& AV FD3 &E@I%—‘OL\T, B
FEMFELE, 1355, 1974,

EiE, TEREE: REMCRETRABEONE, BALBESHTE, 1158, 1964,

J. N. Newman: Lateral motion of a slender body between two parallel walls, ] Fluid Mech,,
Vol,39, Part 1, 1969.

BE BKIRCET D RAEELD OHT vy » AKONE, AABHELHRITE, 129%, 1971.

R. B. Inglis, N. E. Mikelis, W. G. Price, J. B, Waite: Comparison of restricted open water ship
manoeuvring acceleration derivatives evaluated by finite element and boundary integral methods,
ISP, Vol,28, No.320, 1981.

A. D. Gill, W, G, Price: Experimental evaluation of the effects of water depth and speed on the
manoeuvring derivatives of ship models, TRINA, Vol.120, 1978. .

J. P. Breslin: Theory for the first order gravitational effects on ship forces and moments in shallow
water, J. Hydronautics, Vol,6, No.2, 1972.

P. J. Taylor: The blockage coefficient for flow about an arbitrary body immersed in a channel,
J. Ship Research, Vol, 17, No.2, 1973.

#HEEH, FHUKZ: Bk EmT 3 MOoMBROHECOWT, HfERaLH#, 375, 1969.
HEERH, BB RARCSTHTT 28Ul DoHE, HEERasi, 398, 1970.
REBE: RARTIWT Yawing Lo08iE T 2 EMRCE < DOHE, BEifEMES®. 435, 1972
PSR R WEIRIEAR OEfiM B BT 5 BF5E, BFREE R No.250, 1976, KUY, No.268, 1977,
KO, No,235, 1975.

HEPRFLTSHEM S MR 1) 2 MRtk sEcBI T 5 1%, BFJERt No.321, 1979, KU, No.330,
1980. )

R. F. Beck: Forces and moments on a ship moving in a shallow channel, J. Ship Researh, Vol.
21, No.2, 1977.

R. W. L, Gawn: Steering and propulsion on H.M.,S; Nelson in a restricted channel, TRINA,
1950. :

E. O, Tuck: Some classical water wave problems in varying depth, IUTAM Symp 1976

177



36)
37)
38)
139)
40)
41)

42)
43)
44)
45)
. 46)
47)
"48)

49)
50)

51)
52)

53)
54)

55)

56).

57)
58)
59)
" 60)

61)
62)
63)
64)

" 65)
66)

67)

68)

69)
70)
71)

G. W. King, E. O. Tuck: Lateral forces on ships in steady motion parallel to banks or beaches,
Applied Ocean Research, Vol,1, No.2, 1979.

xR, THEHN, m%@~'W&W%E&OWﬁﬁ%k%T6£%%Mﬁ,%Eu#%%ﬁ,wﬁi
1980.

F, Hess: Rudder effectlveness and course keeping stability in shallow water—a theoretical model,
ISP, Vol,24, No.276, 1977.

F, Hess: Bank suction cancelled by rudder deflection—a theoretical model, ISP, Vol.25, No,281,
1978. _

F. Hess: Ships in shallow canals—a theoretical model for lateral forces, rudder effectiveness and
course keeping stability, ISP, Vol,26, No.302, 1979.

BREFIERE, MiNEE, TRE=: MLMEOMETEE T2 ZROWE (H28), BEENELHT
#, 1475, 1980.

A. J. W, Lap: Ship resistance in shallow and restricted waters, 13 th ITTC, 1972.

M. Kinoshita, S, Sudo: Effect of shallow water upon the resistance of large tankers, 11th, ITTC,
1966.

C. H. Sjostrom: Effecs of shallow water on speed and trim, Naval Engineers Journal, April, 1967.
H. E. Saunders: Hydrcdynamics in ship design, SNAME, 1957.

Sv. Aa. Harvald: Wake and thrust deduction at extreme propeller loading for ship running in
shallow water, TRINA, Vol.119, 1977.

“H. Schwanecke: On the propulsion quality of ships operating at restricted water depth, Ocean

Engng. Vol.6, 1979.

- W. Graff, A. Kracht, G, Weinblum: Some extensions of D. W, Taylor’s standard series, TSNAME,

Vol.72, 1964.

E. O. Tuck: Shallow water flows past slender bodies, J. Fluid Mech. Vol,26, Part-1, 1966,

E. O. Tuck: Sinkage and trim in shallow water of finite width, Schiffstechnik, Bd 14, Heft 73,
1967.-

E. O. Tuck: The estimation of squat, Navigation, Vol,3, 1970.

E. O. Tuck, P. J, Taylor: Shallow wave problems in ship hydrodynamics, 8th, Symp, Naval
Hydrodynamics, 1970.

G, K. Lea, J. P. Feldman: Transcrltlcal flow past slender ships, 9th Symp. Naval Hydrodynamics,
1972.

C. C. Mei: Flow around a thin body moving in shallow water, J. Fluid Mech, Vol,77, Part 4,
1976.

I. W. Dand: Full form ships in shallow water—some method for the prediction of squat in
subcritical flows, NPL Ship Report 160, 1972. .

J. T. Tothill: Ships in restricted channels—a correlation of model tests, 'field measurements and
theory, Marine Technology, April, 1967.

I, W, Dand, A. M, Ferguson: The squat of full ships in shallow water, TRINA, Vol 115, 1973.
C. B. Barrass: The phenomena of ship squat, ISP, Vol,26, No,294, 1979.

H. Vermeer: The behaviour of a ship in restricted waters, ISP, Vol, 24, No.280,

R. F, Beck, J. N, Newman, E. O. Tuck: Hydrodynamic forces on ships in. dredged channels,
J. Ship Research, Vol,19, No.3, 1975. '

A. Plotkin: Slender body potential flow between closely spaced walls, ], Hydronautics, Vol.11
No.2, 1977.

A. F, Dickson: Underkeel clearance, J. Institute of Navigation, Vol, 20, No.4, 1967.
HAGEWILGS: BABMEMOTE ¥, 1970.

N EF, AEFZE, BAE, FHE, ﬁ%,ﬁm#—% ﬁmﬁﬁ%*wﬁkﬂﬁwﬂﬁwTﬁ B

AYEFLE, 375, 1967.

ERAE=EHEREE: ERABARC KT 2 MaL T T 2ENERBES, 1965. :
RS REERENTES: EENERRC ST S REHTBET55% (BAERETHES),
1966.

B HRHR®S: EABOEMMIECET 2 ERIEHESR, HRER, No.6l, 1967, RV, No.75,

1968.

¢@ﬁ%,mﬁ&i,mﬁiéym%%m=ﬁ@ﬁmﬁﬁ?ﬁK%QK%Taﬁﬁaﬁ»%%%%%ﬁ
£, 1175, 1965.

W. B. van Berlekom, T. A. Goddard: Maneuvering of large tankers, TSNAME, Vol.80, 1972.

H. Eda, R. Falls, D. A. Walden: Ship maneuvering safety studies, TSNAME, Vol,87, 1979.

D. Clarke, D, R, Patterson, R, K. Wooderson: Manoeuvring trials with the 193,000 tonne dead-

178



72)
73)
74)
75)

76)
77

78)
79)
80)

81)
82)

83)
84)
85)
86)
87)

88)
89)

90)
91)
92)
93)
94)
95)
96)
97)

98)
99)

100)

101)

weight tanker ‘Esso Bernicia’, TRINA, Vol,115, 1973.

C. L. Crane: Maneuvering trials of a 278,000-DWT tanker in shallow and deep waters, TSNAME,
Vol.87, 1979.

E. O. Tuck, J. N. Newman: Hydrodynamic interactions between ships, 10th Symp. Naval
Hydrodynamics, 1974,

J. N. Newman: Some hydrodynamic aspects of ship maneuverability, 6 th Symp. Naval Hydrodyna-
mics, 1966. )

I. W. Dand: Some aspects of maneuvering in collision situation in shallow water, 10th Symp,
Naval Hydrodynamics, 1974.

I. W. Dand: Ship-ship interaction in shallow water, 11 th Symp, Naval Hydrodynamics, 1976.

M. A. Abkowitz, G, M. Ashe, R. M, Fortson: Interaction effects of ships operating in proximity in
deep and shallow water, 11 th Symp. Naval Hydrodynamics, 1976.

R, W. Yeung, W. H. Hwang: Nearfield hydrodynamic interactions of ships in shallow water, J.
Hydronautics, Vol,11, No.4, 1977. )

G. W. King: Unsteady hydrodynamic interaction between ships, J. Ship Research, Vol,21, No.3,

1977.

P, Oltman: Experimentelle Untersuchung der Hydrodynamischen Wechselwirkung Schiffsihnlicher
Korper, Schiff und Hafen, Vol,22, Heft 8, 1970.

I. W, Dand: Hydrodynamic aspects of shallow water collision, TRINA, Vol.118, 1976.

A. J. Hermans: Ship manoeuvring and hydrodynamic forces acting on ships in confined waters,
Symp. aspects of navigability of constraint waterways including harbour entrance, 1978.

R. Brard: Maneuvering of ships in deep water, in shallow water and in canals, TSNAME, Vol,59,
1951.

S. Motora, R, B. Couch: ’VIanoeuvrablhty of full bodied ships in restricted waters, Univ, Michigan,
1961.

M. Nussbaum: Lingskrdften am Modell eines Grosstankers, VBD Berichten Nr, 306 1—1II and
406, 1966, or see 2). '

K. E. Schoenherr: Data for estimating bank suction effects in restricted water on ‘merchant ship
hulls, 1st Tymp. Ship Maneuverability, DTMB Rep. No.1461, 1960.

C. G. Moody: The handling of ships through a widened and asymmetncal]y deepened of Gaillard -
Cut in Panama Canal, DTMB Rep. No.1705, 1964.

H. Eda: Directional stability and control of ships in restricted channels, TSNAME, Vol,79, 1971,
N, H. Norrbin: Bank effects on a ship moving through a short dredged channel, 10th Symp.
Naval Hydrodynamics, 1974.

O. Sundstrdm: Measurements of side forces and moments on a ship model and a comparison with
some simplified theories, The Royal Institute of Technology, August, 1978.

FH EIEh, REBA, HPE—, LHEEE: FRARCKT3MROBEREHDOY Ia—Yay, B
WM 2RM|, No.60, 1980.

BEBR, FER, TR REEMECET 5 2 BEOHRETE, CRRR)

N. H. Norrbin: A method for the prediction of the manoceuving lane of a ship in a channel of
varying width, Symposium aspect of navigability of constraint waterways, including harbour

_ entrances, Delft, 1978.

N. H. Norrbin: Manoeuvring in confined waters interaction phenomena due to side bank or other
ships, Report of manoeurability committee, 14th ITTC, 1975.

O. M, M, Khattab, K. Nomoto: Steering control of a ship in a canal, J. of the Kansai Society
of Naval Architects, No,169, 1978.

E. Miiller: Untersuchungen iiber die gegenseitige kursbeeinflussung von schiffen auf binnenwassers-
traben, Schiff und Hafen, Heft 6, 1967.

W, T. Tan: Unsteady hydrodynamic interaction of ships in the rroximity of fixed obstacles, MIT
Report 79—4, 1979 :

R. W, Yeung: Interactions of slender ships in shallow water, J. of Fuid Mech, Vol, 85, 1978

H. Eda: Dynamic bebavior of tankers during two-way traffic in channels, Marine Tech. Vol.10,
1973. '

P. A, Kalkman: Ships meeting and generating currents, Symposium aspect of navxgabxhty of
constraint waterways including harbour entrances, Delft, 1978.

I. W, Dand and W, R, White: Design of navigations canals, Symposium aspect of navigability of
constraint waterways including harbour entrances, Delft, 1978.

179






