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PURPOSE OF STAB 94

STAB 94 had been offered to promote a firll exchange of ideas and methodologies regarding STABILIT"Y
OF SHIPS AND OCEAN VEHICLES and to provide an opportunity to professional naval architects,
capsize prevention researcher, regulatory agencies, inspection and certifying authorities, ship owners,
consultants and ship operators to present, discuss and listen to improvements in capsize prevention for all
types and sizes of ships.

SPO NSO RS
The Society ofNaval Architects and Marine Engineers

The Royal Institution ofNaval Architects
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THE PRACTICAL IHPLICATION OF FITTING DEVICES TO ATTAIN
SOLAB '90 OH EXISTING R0-R0 PASSENGER SHIPS

By Tom Allan Bsc, C.ENG, FRINA,
Chief Surveyor (Ship Construction),
United Kingdom Marine Safety Agency

PREAMBLE

This paper primarily considers the practical implication of the
proposed SOLAS ’90 survivability requirements on existing ro—ro
passenger ships and the modifying of such ships to meet the new
requirements. The paper addresses the "devices" investigated in
both Phases I and II of the United Kingdom ro—ro passenger ship
research programme to improve the survivability standards of
existing ferries. The term."device" refers to any means whereby
the risk of capsize or sinking of a Ro--Ro ferry following a
flooding incident can be reduced or eliminated.

INTRODUCTION

Shortly after the issue of the official report[1] of the Formal
Inquiry into the loss of the "HERALD", the United Kingdom
Secretary of State for Transport initiated a comprehensive
research programme, with a view to establishing ways in which
the stability of ro—ro passenger ships could be enhanced.

In considering the research, it was concluded that the most
likely cause of capsize would be side damage resulting from a
collision either with another vessel or with a fixed object.
Cross channel ferries operate in a high risk environment as, of
necessity, they have to cross main shipping lanes. In general,
they have a very good record of collision free voyages but the
risk of collision is always present and the consequences can be
disastrous.



Accordingly, it was made clear within the specification for the
research programme that the primary objective was to determine
the "standard of residual stability which would be necessary to
enable a ro—ro passenger ferry to survive flooding (caused by a
side—collision with another ship or fixed object), and avoid
rapid capsize in realistic sea-going conditions.

It must be recognised that the margin of residual stability of
ro—ro ferries, in the damaged condition, was never very great.
There are many different ways that slender margins could be
reduced to nothing - whether through uncertainty about the
draughts, the weight of cargo carried or its distribution, or
because of growth in the lightship weight, permeability — or
indeed the trim of the ship.

The Secretary of State, in agreeing to the research proposals,
appointed a Steering Committee made up of naval architects,
operators and the trade unions. The research was to be carried
out in two phases; the first phase indicated that the residual
stability standards introduced by IMO in April 1990 (SOLAS '90)
should provide an adequate standard of protection against rapid
capsize in seas up to sea state 3. This was a very important
finding and one which appeared to validate SOLAS '90 as a
standard that should enable ro—ro ferries to avoid capsize the
effects of damage of the prescribed extent in such seas. The
research also showed that a typical ferry built to the stability
standards prior to SOLAS '90 would be unlikely to survive "worst
case" collision in slight seas. ‘

Z&IH_S AND OBJECTIVES QR THE_,,,,RESEAR.C_H._

There were two aspects of the official report of the formal
investigation into the loss of the "HERALD". The first
identified.means of stopping a similar accident happening in the
future. The second was more fundamental, it was to take a more
long term view of the survivability standards of ro—ro passenger
ferries. This was to address the very serious concerns, on the
existing survivability standards of ro~ro ferries in general,
being expressed at that time by many prominent naval architects.

The second part proposed the following recommendations:—

1. Detailed investigations and model tests with a view to:

.1 increasing the stability of ro—ro passenger ferries;

.2 examining the implications of the provision of
bulkheads on the vehicle deck; and

.3 increasing the required distance from the margin line
to the bulkhead deck.in new designs of ro—ro passenger
ferries to perhaps 1 metre;
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2. A feasibility" study" be carried out to investigate. the
transverse subdivision of the vehicle space, to investigate the
practical details of such_1divisions and "their effect upon
commercial operations. The thrust of any analysis to be decided
towards operational practicability; and

3. To investigate either permanent or activated buoyancy
external to the hull proper.

PHASE IMOF THE RESEBRCK

The agreed specification on the proposed research consisted of
six distinct parts and an overview study: '

Part I A Risk Analysis Study.[2]

Part II A Study of Collision Resistance.[3]

Part III A Study Of Hull Form and Superstructure.[4]

Part IV An Assessment of Internal Arrangements and
Devices.[5]

Part V Ship Model Testing.[6]

Part VI An Assessment of the Residual Stability Standards
as proposed by IMO, (completed in 198B).[7]

With respect to "devices":

1. The study of hull form and superstructure concluded that:

.1 a naval architect could design a 'high—stability' hull
form by various means: stern wedge shaped.appendages; flare
in the region of the waterplane; or V-shaped hull sections.
However none of the ways to increase waterplane inertia
were particularly effective, unless combined with an
adequate residual freeboard;

.2 the fitting of structural sponsons, provided they were
of reasonable width and extend well above the waterline,
could improve survivability" significantly. They were
recommended as a retro-fit measure on existing ferries
only; and

.3 the use of inflatable sponsons, (if they were
successfully deployed an emergency), may improve
survivability to such an extent that a ship might survive
a damage even greater than the minimum prescribed extent
for a two—compartment ship, and in quite severe sea
conditions.
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The assessment of internal arrangements concluded that:

.1 the choice of ‘device' depended primarily on a ferry's
service pattern, (short— or long—haul), and whether a new
design or an ‘existing' ferry is involved.

.2 consideration of one proposed passive ‘device', based
upon the principle of ‘water—dumping' and another with
controlled washports capable of discharging floodwater
quickly from the vehicle deck led to the conclusion that
such ‘devices', could not be recommended. The practical
difficulties as regards structural and mechanical means for
the discharge of the vast amount of water involved were
extensive; _

.3 the fitting of transverse barriers on the vehicle deck
was reasonably effective; however, a short—haul ferry
fitted "with such ‘devices' could incur a significant
penalty in operating costs;

.4 the presence of buoyant wing spaces on the bulkhead
deck could improve the survivability of a ferry to above
the SOLAS ‘90 standard, provided that the damage did not
extend to the central vehicle space. Even for damage which
extended inboard to the central space, the residual
stability characteristics would remain quite good; -

.5 fitting wing spaces below the bulkhead deck also
improved survivability to some extent. However, if this
arrangement was combined with an absence of transverse
subdivision inside of the B/5 line, the chances of a
disastrous flooding/capsize appeared extremely likely; in
other words the practice of allowing long central spaces
beyond B/5 bulkheads should be dis—continued;

.6 the combination.of watertight wing spaces together with
a ‘perforated' vehicle deck would provide good residual
stability characteristics even under extended damage
scenarios and greatly reduce the probability of capsize.
However, there were doubts about the practicalities of such
a ‘device'; there. were problems associated with fire
hazards, fire protection measures, accessibility to spaces
and ventilation arrangements. Until those attendant
problems"were=resolved.satisfactorily, this ‘device' should
be considered as still in the development stage; and,

.7 the research showed quite clearly that the ‘human
factor' was involved, to a varying degree, in the majority
of casualty incidents. Therefore, when ‘devices' are
considered, preference should always be given to those
which are ‘passive' (rather than ‘active') in nature.
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3. The test results from the damaged models indicated that the
SOLAS '90 standard. should. provide an adequate standard of
protection against rapid capsize, up to sea state 3, (ie. waves
of significant height up to 1.5 metres).

.4. The computer study into the SOLAS '90 residual stability
standards concluded that there was no easy option when deciding
what measures should be used to improve the residual stability
characteristics of existing ro—ro passenger ferries. To increase
depth to the bulkhead deck, reduce the draught or the distance
of the margin line Ibelow' the bulkhead. deck, all required
significant changes in internal/external geometry" and/or a
revision in trading pattern. It also concluded that most
‘existing' designs of ro—ro passenger ferry did not meet the
residual stability standards of SOLAS '90.

QYERVIEHHSTUDY QELPHASE 1

To comply with the SOLAS '74 Convention, passenger ships should
have "sufficient stability for all sea conditions so as to enable
the ship to withstand the final stage of flooding". The UK
believes the:research showed.beyond any"doubt that the prescribed
stability criteria for ships built before April 1990 were not
"sufficient".

Having established that a higher standard of survivability was
necessary} a thorough study of the research led.to"the conclusion
that the standard should be that recently introduced for new
passenger ships; the SOLAS '90 standard. The Research Steering
Committee inlconsidering this"took"the"view'that.all existing"ro—
ro passenger ferries which operated.in and.out of UK ports should
be required to comply with a higher standard of damage stability.
To achieve international application these proposals were then
forwarded to the IMO Maritime Safety Committee (NSC).

The Overview Report[8] comments in detail on the various measures
proposed for enhancing survivability. The means of modifying
existing ferries to meet this higher standard of survivability
included:

1. Enhanced structural sponsons;

2. Retractable transverse barriers;

3. Inflatable sponsons;

4. Buoyant wing spaces;

5. High stability"hull.formAwith increased freeboard; and

6. Buoyant lifebelt with perforated decks.

5



The UK investigated[9] the effects the higher standard would have
on a total of 15 typical ro—ro ferries and the modifications
needed for compliance. The primary aim was to identify the
modifications best suited to bring the ships up to the SOLAS '90
standards In.deciding upon such modifications account was taken
of:

1 cost;

|.|. (D2 the effect on operation;
.1 turn around time, and
.2 the continued use of existing berthing facilities;

3 re-siting of life saving appliances and their
launching arrangements;

4 re-siting of stabilisers or increasing their
capability;

5 the effect on performance, particularly sea kindliness;

6 the effect on cargo/passenger carrying capacity; and

7 any loss of speed and/or increased fuel consumption.

§UHMARY OE THE REVIEW STUDY: '

Whilst the results indicated that modifications would be required
in most cases, some ships would need very little modification in
order to meet the SOLAB '90 standard. On the other hand there
could be a few ships which would be so difficult to modify that
their replacement would be necessary.

A particular problem revealed was the difficulties which existing
berthing facilities might impose, eg length and shape of link
span, depth of water etc.

The principal findings from the investigation into the 15 ferries
were:

1 that the modifications would, in all cases, add steel
weight and could increase operating costs (extra use oi
fuel) and in most cases lead to a reduction in payload
(also vehicle deck area) and may increase ‘turn round'
time. However if sponsons were designed judiciously an
increase in deadweight (payload) could be achieved, which
may offset some of the disadvantages. One problem with
sponsons which must not be overlooked, however, is their
effect on the metacentric height (GM). An excessive GM
could"affect the sea kindliness of the ship and in extreme
cases, due to Ihigh accelerations, create a Ihazard to
passengers and freight. The "comfortability" of these
vessels could be improved by fitting either additional
stabilisers and/or replacing existing stabiliser systems.

~ 6



2 The initial cost for the required modifications varied from
210,000 ($15,000 us) to £2,610,000 ($3,950,000 us). The
annual running costs would, in most cases, also be
increased to an estimated average of £650,000 ($975,000
US), ranging from nil to an extreme of £5,000,000
($7,500,000 US) should an additional ship be required to
maintain the service.

Using these figures, for the UK ferries on international voyages
an initial cost of E60 million.to modify the ships was estimated,
with a further E20 million per annum for running costs. Berth
modification costs would.be+over and above"those figures; and for
the UK ‘domestic' fleet, an initial cost of £25 million to modify
the ships has been estimated, with a further £2 million.per annum
thereafter for running costs. Berth modification costs of £50
million have been identified.

The above costs did not include the possibility that in some
cases modification may not be possible and that a replacement
ship may be required.

P3355 II OF THE RESERRCE

The basic objective of the UK research prograxmne was to determine
what survivability standard would be required to enable a typical
ro—ro ship, (with a completely open vehicle space), to survive
in realistic sea-going conditions. Phase I of the programme
supplied some of the answers. However, since the analysis of the
'damaged' model test results indicated that much higher stability
standards needed. to be introduced for"_all_ ro—ro passenger
ferries, it was very important to obtain as much amplification
and corroboration of these results as possible.

One of the principal aims in mind, therefore, when the phase II
specification was drawn up was:

"To conduct tests with. the ‘models fitted. with scaled
versions of the various "devices", which were investigated
in Phase I, in order to establish whether the expected
improvement in survivability suggested by Phase I would be
achieved in reality.".

Models were tested at DMI[10], Lyngby Denmark and BMT[11],
Teddington England. The models were adapted to simulate the
effect of fitting the various proposed 'enhancing devices' which
were considered to be the most promising. These 'devices' may
be summarised as:

1 half— or full— height transverse barriers fitted in
the vehicle space;

7
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2 wing spaces, port. and starboard, outboard of the
central vehicle space;

3 buoyancy external to the main hull, in the form of
either permanent (structural) or temporary
(inflatable) air-bags; and

4 flare in the region of the waterline at the midship
portion of the ship.

TESTS CARRIED QUTLAT DML

The DMI model was exposed to waves with a midship, and later,
with a forward side damage open to the seal Systematic
observations were made to investigate possible ways of improving
damage stability by means of the various devices and the results
assessed in relation to the SOLAS '90 stability requirements

The extensive model tests were divided into two parts. Their main
objective in phase I of the research programme was to evaluate
the importance of the three parameters:

0 KG
I Sea State
0 Damaged Freeboard

in respect to the model's ability to survive a midship damage.

The main goal of the Phase II research investigations was to
examine the value of various realistic suggestions for improving
damage stability of existing Ro—Ro ferries exposed to rough seas.
The DMI report[10] fully describes the model tests carried out
in Phase II.

The effects of external devices, such as; sponsons; flare and
buoyancy air bags were examined in case of midship damage only.
In addition, in respect to most of the combinations, the tests
were repeated involving a reduced damaged opening definition as
compared to the SOLAS standard. For the majority of cases the
model was placed with the damage facing the waves. Some of the
tests were repeated with the damage away from the on-coming
waves.

Survival characteristics were determined with a flooded freeboard
of 0.57 meter and significant"wave heights of 2.5 and 5.0 metres

The main aim of the investigations was to determine the effects
of the devices on the survivability of the model in terms of
flooded GM at the point when capsize occurs within 60 minutes
(ship time). Full details of the test methods can be found in
the DMI report[l0].

8



Tank Test Results

The tank tests were the crucial part of the investigation. A
true capsize will normally happen, when a ship for some reason
loses its stabilityu In the tests true capsize occurred.with only
relatively small water amounts necessary to heel the model out
of balance, i.e. with relatively low GM and/or small amounts of
side buoyancy. .

In many cases, when the model "went down", the amount of water
on the vehicle deck was considerable, and the model sank with
relatively limited heel. In most of the cases, there was a
combination of both mechanisms. The criterion survive/capsize
depended on whether the model was able to survive the damage in
tested condition for at least 60 minutes.

The most important results of this investigation are shown in"the
Overview diagram 9n the following pages.
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All results reproduced in the tables were obtained from the tests
at a damaged freeboard = 0.57 metre in 2.5 and 5.0 metres waves,
and are presented in form of "just capsize" GM flooded. The icons
symbolizing the nature of devices applied in each test group,
hopefully, make the diagrams more clear.

The four-digit numbers, just above the icons are the test number
series referring to a certain model configuration and/or test
condition.

The Effects of Wind and Wave

The tests confirmed, what instinctively might be expected, that
the situation when the damage faces the on-coming waves is more
dangerous than if the damage is to the lee side. There was no
doubt that.if the"waves and.wind came from the same.direction and
if the damaged side faced the waves, the resulting wind forces
would have a positive effect on survivability in rough sea.

Transient Moments and Permeability Effects

These effects, when applied to the damaged space below the
bulkhead.deck, had no measurable influence on the result. On the
bulkhead deck, the reality was different. It appeared that
reduced free surface effects, due to the presence of vehicles,
effectively prevented water from transferring to the opposite
side of the deck thus decreasing heeling moments away from the
damage. The tests also showed.that if the vehicles were fixed and
if they remained intact after water entry, their buoyancy much
improved the chances of survival.

The Test Results in Relation to the BOLAS '90 Criteria

The capsize phenomena demonstrated by the tests at DMI were
mainly caused by free water trapped on the vessel's ro—ro deck.
It was also demonstrated that where high values of GM, or reserve
buoyancy at the level of the ro—ro deck existed, loss of the
vessel was not due purely to a lack of stability, but more due
to the effect.of weight of'trapped.water4 .A final capsize of the
ship would probably be caused by a much greater range of flooding
than the original damage. The relationship between stability
criteria and the model's capsize/survival stability is fully
demonstrated in ref [10].

In looking back on the effects of some of the configurations
tested DMI concluded that, even if concentrating only on those
devices which basically do not contribute to additional reserve
of buoyancy, their test experience would be at greater divergence
with the SOLAS '90 formulation than indicated in their paper-
This is due to important dynamic effects which were not regarded
by SOLAS ’90 and they recall three of them: ‘
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.1 the centre casing reflects the "high energy" water
originating from the wave crests, preventing it from
reaching the opposite side of the deck, considerably
increasing the GM requirement for survival;

.2 the "1/2 height transverse doors" when tested in high
waves, retained some of the water behind them, thus
preventing it from escaping back through the damage
opening. The resulting requirement for survival GM is
increased considerably in high waves; and

.3 the reduced "damage opening" will to some extent hinder
water from leaving the damaged side of the deck, increasing

' the GM requirement.

They concluded that there was a need for a better and a more
flexible stability requirement for ships in the damaged condition
and a way to develop this was to continue with model tests that
were at least as accurate and repeatable as those tests performed
for the Department of Transport Ro—Ro research programme.

BET HQPELITEET3

BMT, in their report describe the indications and trends from the
two parts of their study[1l] which included.physical model tests
and a computer model before considering their conclusions.

Effectiveness of the Remedial Measures.

The model tests on a sudden entry of water into the flooded
compartment showed that if the damage is confined below and the
subdivision. deck. which. remains intact, then; the vessel is
unlikely to capsize and can withstand quite severe wave motions.
Furthermore, tests in Phase I[6], showed that, provided the
subdivided hull and superstructure remain intact, large
quantities of water on the subdivision deck can be accommodated
without capsize.

In.the former case the+damage stability is sufficient to keep the
vessel afloat if two compartments are flooded. In the latter
case, the intact stability of the vessel is sufficient to
withstand large quantities of loose water on the subdivision
deck. Therefore damage and water on the vehicle deck when
isolated from each other were not of themselves enough to cause
capsize with the model as tested. But when both occurred
together, capsize was a likely, but not inevitable, outcome.

They stated that remedial measures, if they were to be of any
use, should be set against this background and must be able to

13



cope with flood water both above and below the subdivision deck.
The concepts tested in the study were compared against a number
of criteria in the following table:

| - I, H-I |_ H I 1 — II1 Ir lull —I1 1|-In 1|1||l|l 1—I1 Ill-1 -II1 1 1-IIIIIIIII1 I1 1-I Ill. II I
" 1 —-- _- ‘ I- —r1__- 1 I-1 I I-In I 11-0: 1 I 1- 1 1- 1 -I1 _ 111- -- I

L E F F E c T 0 N 1
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I I Table 3

From this it is clear that air bags had the most beneficial
effect.on.capsize at the expense of increased.severity of motions
at large GM.values. In the model tests air bags were fitted all
round the model (except in way of the damage) and appeared to
eliminate the possibility of capsize.

Casing position was included in the table in spite of the fact
that it was not seen in the original study specification as
having any bearing on remedial measures.

Both the physical and computer model studies showed.that side or
centre casings could have a noticeable effect on capsize and
therefore it seemed appropriate to place them in the Table.
Their position clearly made a difference to the capsize behaviour
of the physical model and, from a design point of view, they
could.be incorporated.into-any internal subdivision scheme on the
vehicle deck. Presence of a central casing gives increased
likelihood of capsize toward the damage as results in this study
repeatedly illustrated. Casing position could not.be re1ied.upon
tojprevent.capsize:in.all cases (any:more than sponsors or flare)
but it could increase or reduce the chance of capsize. .

In relation to the devices tested BMT concluded that:

1. The position of the longitudinal casing had a noticeable
effect on the propensity to capsize. Side casings
appeared to reduce the likelihood of capsize.
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2. A static heel toward the damage greatly increased the
chance of capsize; a static heel away greatly reduced it.

3. A sudden influx’ of water to a compartment below an
undamaged subdivision deck had very little effect on both
motions and the chance of capsize.

4. The effect of wind on capsize was small.

5. A reduced damage opening reduced the chance of capsize,
especially if the damage faced away from the waves.

6. Obstructions in the flooded compartment slightly reduced
the chance of capsize as did a reduction in deck
permeability.

7. Structural sponsons and flare slightly reduced the chance
of capsize.

8. Inflated air bags gave rise to a nmjor reduction in the
chance of capsize.

OF P.H3\S_E' II 11§S,UL'I'B_

1. Additional transverse subdivision in the vehicle spacer

Not surprisingly, full height;divisions*were shown to improve the
level of survivability in all sea states. Partial (say ‘half’-
height) divisions, on.the other hand, were shown to be effective
at low/medium sea states, but in high sea states the presence of
these partial barriers can make the situation worse, since the
incoming floodwater tends to be trapped beyond the barrier and
therefore is unable to flow out of the "damage" opening.

2. port and starb{d;wing;spaces outboardhof the V@hicle_space,

Those tests which involved wing spaces fitted outboard of the
vehicle space indicated quite clearly that there were
considerable advantages in such an arrangement. Where the
assumed damage penetration did not extend beyond the wing spaces,
the results confirmed, that the presence of such a large amount
of intact side buoyancy immediately above deck level ensured that
the possibility of a capsize, even in high sea states, was
extremely unlikely, (unless cargo shift occursl).

When the assumed damage opened up the centre vehicle space, the
remaining ‘lifebelt’ of buoyancy around the outer parts of the
damaged waterplane reduced the probability of capsize
significantly. Even when wing spaces were comparatively narrow,
the tests showed that there was still a significant gain in
survivability.
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1 Structural Sponsons.

Tests indicated gains in survivability similar to that from the
use of flared sections. (Again, with the proviso that the
residual freeboard was adequate). Advantage could be taken of
the increased waterplane inertia (and displacement) by raising
the KG and/or decreasing the loaded draught.

It was also clear that the creation of a ‘double-skin’ improved
the energy-absorbing characteristics of the side structure in way
of the sponsons.

2 Inflatable Air Bags.

Tests with modelled air—bags confirmed the findings in Phase I,
that there were considerable potential gains in the use of such
‘devices’ , (provided they operated effectively in an emergency!) .
Whatever the sea state, capsize in such cases was extremely
unlikely.

The use of both structural sponsons, (provided they extend well
above the ‘damage’ waterline), and inflatable air—bags yielded
a significant improvement in the residual stability lever curve.
However "passive" means of improving survivability should.always
be considered first, and "active" means evaluated only after
"passive" means are known to be impracticable.

4. The use of‘ increased, waterplane Finertia winl enhancing
survivability

The effect of flared sections, (midships), was modelled by the
use of temporary additions to the hull. The results confirmed
the conclusions reached following Phase I - that flared sections
provide sufficient improvements in survivability, provided they
are linked with adequate residual freeboard.

Another means of augmenting waterplane inertia is the use of
‘stern wedges’ in the region of the waterline. However such
‘wedges’ will be ineffective if damage is sustained at the fore
end. Additionally, the gain in inertia (and GM) when the wedge
enters the water will be lost as the ship’s heel increases.
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QVERALL SUHHAB¥

Since the great majority of ro—ro passenger ferries were designed
and built prior to the coming-into-force of the SOLAS ’90
standard, it is hardly surprising that few, if any, of them
comply with.this standard, Enhancing the standards of such ships

to achieve compliance can only be achieved by modification.using
at least one of the "devices" addressed — which "device" to use
can only be decided on a ship—to—ship basis.

The research indicates, quite clearly, the prime importance of
adequate residual freeboards The required enhancement in
survivability of present—day ro—ro ferries, ( ie. those having
no subdivision in the vehicle space), cannot be achieved by
increasing residual freeboard alone. The economic penalty from
loss of deadweight prevents this.

"Safety", in its fullest sense, involves the entire gamut of ro-
ro passenger ship operations. It is entirely possible that a
marginal improvement in survivability standard could result in
an effective downgrading in overall safety. For example,
providing partial height transverse divisions in.1fina vehicle
space will lead to extra problems connected with vehicle space
ventilation and efficient fire-patrol procedures.

The preferred solution in obtaining the necessary enhancement is
to be one where total safety is not significantly impaired,
whilst achieving the SOLAS ’90 standard, or its equivalent.

Where longitudinal subdivision.is provided as a way of enhancing
survivability, it is important to minimise the risk of large heel
angles developing immediately after collision has occurred.

"Passive" design features only should be included in a ’new’
design of ro—ro ferry. (The exception to this being cross-
flooding, provided that the counterflooding measures operate
sufficiently quickly to avoid large heel angles occurring).

I trust that the information presented in this paper, together
with the reports of the work carried out within the United
Kingdom research programme will assist all owners/operators in
their efforts in deciding which "device" is best suited to their
vessels to increase their survivability to greater levels.

The views and opinions expressed in this paper are those of the author and.may
not necessarily be those of the Marine Safety Agency.
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BROACHING-TO: THIRTY YEARS ON
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ABSTRACT

Thirty years after the monumental paper by Du Cane and Goodrich, [6], the subject of
breaching is still described and discussed qualitatively in the literature. Fuelled by a
recent resurgence of interest in the topic, this paper aims to review developments in the
treatment of phenomena associated with broaching-to and to put forward a new
mechanism which may be a dominant factor leading to vessel capsize in a breach-to
situation. This derives from a strong non-linear coupling between longitudinal and
transverse motions that proved to play a key role both in regmd to the onset of breaching
and in the ensuing extreme vessel behaviour. The approach adopted in studying extreme
vessel behaviour in extreme followingfquartering seas is briefly described and, with
reference to a Canadian Trawler, representative results from a large scale investigation
are presented and discussed.

1 . INTRODUCTION

The question of ship safety, as characterised by ship stability, has been fraught with
difficulties for over a hundred years. Despite an immense amount of research, a
universally-acceptable solution for the problem has still not been achieved, nor is it likely
to be in the foreseeable future. The reason for this is simple: complexity. One of the
major modes of ship capsize, as observed in model experiments and deducible from
accident statistics, is linked to the so-called broaching-to phenomenon. Capsizing by
breaching-to is the most dynamic mode of ship capsize, resulting from loss of
controllability in severe following/quartering seas. The vessel experiences a rapid
development of forced turning that can cause it to end up almost beam-on to the wave
direction despite maximum rudder action . This is frequently accompanied by large
angles of heel that can cause considerable damage and may lead to capsize. Mariners
have long appreciated the fact that most ships run the danger of this possibility.

However, in spite of the fact that most ships run the danger of this possibility and
despite considerable research effort, a rigorous treatment of this capsize mode is still
lacking. Reasons for this state of affairs include:

- In a broach the ship is in a very extreme condition which makes studies of the
physics, either theoretical or experimental, difficult. _

' Capsizing by breaching-to represents a single event in which are present many
potentially dangerous scenarios linked in a cause-effect relationship, which are
usually investigated separately.

Notwithstanding the above, stability research in the recent past has addressed a number
of complementary scenarios pertaining to the behaviour of a vessel in severe
following/quartering seas, such that, if the complementary expertise gained were
brought together it would be possible to simulate the capsize sequence of a ship by
breaching-to. Progress in this area is clearly essential in order to reduce the risk of
vessel capsize.

I



2. BRIEF. BACKGROUND.
A brief account is given here of recent studies that have shed light on individual
mechanisms which are likely to play a key role in the capsize scenario. These include:

H) [1]. ['3]. [3]. [I0]
Depending on the wave conditions, a ship travelling at high speed in heavy following
seas may, become "trapped" in a wave and forced to run at the wave's speed. Once this
condition arose, it may be difficult to alter the ship's state by controlled action. Surf-
riding, however, is not a necessary nor a sufficient condition for broaching to occur. So
far, this phenomenon has been treated either through a single degree of freedom system
(surge motion), [1], [2], [3] or by using the standard planar motions manoeuvring
model (surge, sway, yaw), [IO].

b) Directional Instability and Lpss of Course Qon_t_rol [4], [5], [6],[7] ~

A head-down condition was found to be a most important factor affecting this situation.
The loss of course control (and breaching) induces a dynamic yaw motion and leeward
heel, which essentially constitute the same behaviour as follows the impact of a
quartering wave. The only difference derives from the higher initial forward speed and
acceleration (because of the following wave position) and subsequently longer yaw rate.
The high yaw rate with the large forward speed creates centrifugal moments which
increase the leeward angle.

c) Wave-(Excited Yaw Moment [8]

When a ship travels on the down slope of a wave in a non-zero encounter angle, the
cross-flow drag, which acts on the bow and stern of the ship in opposite directions,
forms a couple with a tendency to turn the ship towards the crest line of the wave.
Broaching-to will therefore occur when the wave-excited yaw moment exceeds the
course-keeping ability of the rudder. .

d) Loss _of Transverse Stability_and__Capsize [4],[5],[9]

The exact capsize sequence once control has been lost in a wave environment is still
subject to speculation. It is conjectured that the ship is brought into a beam-wave
condition whilst remaining on the wave crest where, with the vessel’s restoring
capability reduced (pure loss of transverse stability) any heeling moments acting on the
ship will cause either a large heel or a capsize. Studies of the coupling of planar motions
into roll, for a non-linear system, are virtually non-existent, [4].

e) Ship l5_/Ian,oeuyring_in ‘)5/ayps [I4], [l 1]

A six-degrees-of-freedom time simulation programme has been developed with the
potential of studying the dynamics of a ship manoeuvring in waves, [14]. Use is made,
however, of a curious superposition between a manoeuvring and a seakeeping model.
Ship manoeuvring behaviour in the presence of wind, waves and current has also been
investigated in [1 1] using a coupled surge-sway-yaw-roll model.

fl Non-Linear Coupling Between Lo,ngitudinal_and_ Transverse Motions [12]

Recent research has demonstrated, by means of theoretical and experimental
investigations, the potential for loss of directional control leading to breaching and
capsize as a result of strong non-linear coupling from heave and pitch onto roll and yaw
when vessels move in low encounter periods in severe aster-n seas.



g) Dynamical fiystems Theory [5], [10], [l5]

The use of time simulations alone to study the dynamics of non-linear systems is limited
by the fact that the global behaviour of the system cannot be easily investigated. Recent
studies have demonstrated the potential of dynamical systems theory in overcoming this
limitation. Related to broaching, the dynamical systems approach has mainly been
applied to one-degree-of-freedom surge models, [1], even though some attempts
involved application to more degrees-of-freedom manoeuvring models, e.g. [I0]. Ship
directional stability has been studied in [5] using a surge-sway-yaw-roll model whilst in
[15] a global investigation of the same has been undertaken in the presence of wind.

It would appear from the foregoing that considerable expertise has been gained and
experience accumulated conceming ship broaching. Broaching itself, however, is only a
necessary but _n__o_t_ a sufficient condition for a vessel to capsize. This fact has been
generally overlooked with the broaching normally studied by means of a planar motions
model whilst the phenomenon of actual ship capsigg following a broach has hardly been
tackled. At best, broaching has been studied as a roll-yaw coupling problem.

In relation to the above, on-going research at Strathclyde University in the subject of
Ship Stability and Operational Safety in Extreme Following/Qaartering Seas aims to
address broaching along the following three fronts: _

~ Focus in studying systematically ship behaviour during pbrolacphigng-to and on the
phenomenon of actual sh_ip capsize, following a broach.

- Development of a six-dgrees-of freedom mathematical model, including rudder
control, to account for the non-linear coupling from heave and pitch onto roll and
yaw.

~ Make use of recent developments in non-linear system dynamics to gain a better
insight and a global understanding of the vessel behaviour in a breaching-to
situation.

Some aspects and results form this on-going research are presented in the following.

3 . APPROACH ADOPTED

3.1 General

The need to understand the reasons for the capsizing of fishing vessels in steep astern
seas and shallow waters provided the motivation for undertaking this research. This
situation arises when small Malaysian vessels, such as fishing vessels, are entering
harbours or river mouths whilst exposed to following/quartering seas. The presence of
shallows in this case exacerbates the severity of the sea, thus creating an environment
where the safety of the vessel is tested to its maximum.

The strong influence of non-lineruities on the behaviour of the vessel necessitated the
adoption of a time-domain analysis. The technique of using time-domain simulation to
study capsizing in astern seas has been demonstrated previously, e.g. [16],[l7],[l8] and
[19] and has gained much popularity. The adopted mathematical models and derived
results are well discussed in the previous stability conferences.

Following ideas put forward by Bovet, [18], the present analysis focuses on the
influenceof the d_o_minant hydrostatic effectof_aste1'n_\,vaves on the capsizal resistanceof
_rg'e§_s;cl_. A four-degrees of freedom mathematical model, comprising coupled heave,
pitch, roll and yaw including an autopilot, is considered in order to address more
emphatically the coupling effect between the longitudinal motions of heave and pitch and



the lateral motions of roll and yaw. This idea stems from studies into capsizing by
broaching-to, the onset of which (1.e. uncontrollable yaw) is invariably linked to a vessel
experiencing large amplitude heave, pitch and roll motions. Other reasons for this
choice include:

- In a longitudinal seaway, the hydrostatic coupling between heave, pitch and roll
have been shown to be very significant, [18], especially in steep waves and large
amplitude motions. In such an environment, however, a heading deviation is
unavoidable as a result of coupling from other modes of motion or "errors" in
directional control. A heading of i15° was, therefore allowed in the present model.

- Based on experimental evidence and computer simulation studies, Froude-Krylov
forces are dominant in affecting vessel behaviour in astern seas, mainly due to the
relatively low encounter frequencies. Therefore, these forces are presently
computed accurately up to the instantaneous free surface. As such, the influence of
shallow water and current on the wave profile is taken into account by considering
second order Stokes waves. _ _

- Sway and surge were initially omitted from the mathematical model in order to
focus on the effects of coupling from pitch and heave on roll and yaw. In any case,
it was assumed that in a situation where hydrostatic effects dominate, sway and
surge motions are mainly affecting the planar position of the vessel relative to the
wave and their influence could be independently investigated. The effect of
incorporating these motions became the focus of a subsequent study.

3 . 2 Mathematical Model

To describe the motions and forces involved, two co-ordinate systems are utilised as
shown in Figure 1; a wave co—ordinate system with its origin at the still water level
amidships, for the calculation of wave excitation and a body co-ordinate system with its
origin at the centre of gravity, for the computation of rigid body motions.

To describe a four-degrees-of-freedom system coupled in heave, roll, pitch and yaw, the
Newtonian equations of motion are used in the following form:

m(ti> -aq) = F, ............................ ..Heave
-I,,;5+(I,,—I”,)qr=K.................. ..R0ll

1,_,a+(1,, —-Iy_,,)rp=M.................. ..Pitch

I,,1i+(I},y—I,_,)pq=N.................. ..Yaw

where, m : vessel mass
at, v, w : rectilinem ship velocity components in X, Y, Z

directions, respectively
p, q, r : angular ship velocity components about axes X, Y, Z,

respectively
F, , K, M, N : external force and moments in X, Y, Z directions,

respectively
1,, , I”, Ia, : principal moments of inertia about axes X, Y, Z,

respectively

.l'



For large amplitude motions, the vessel orientation in relation to the fixed co-ordinate
system is described by using Eulerian angles. As mentioned earlier, the dominant
Froude-Krylov forces are calculated up to the instantaneous free surface whilst
diffraction and radiation contributions are calculated up to the mean surface or taken
from model experiments. Viscous effects are accounted for in the calculation of roll
damping, [20], [2l], wave-induced drag due to orbital velocities and manoeuvring
forces, [22], [23], with correction for sinkage and trim in shallow waters from [24].
Finally, the vessel heading is controlled by means of a rudder in a way similar to an
autopilot system with proportional angular deviation and angular velocity control.

The equations of motion are solved by numerical integration using the Runge-Kutta-
lvferson method.

3.3 Nature of Coupling From Longitudinal to Transverse Motions

An experimental technique based on forced oscillation has been devised to obtain zero
speed hydrodynamic coupling coefficients, investigating especially large amplitude
motions where coupling could be important. The method and results are described in
detail in [12]. Some typical results are presented here in order to demonstrate the nature
of heave and pitch coupling into roll. Figures 3 and 4 show the roll response due to
heave and pitch, respectively. It is clear that there is a harmonic and a superharmonic
response, the latter being characterised by larger roll amplitudes over a larger frequency
range. It is interesting to mention that sudden jumps in the roll response were normally
observed at the lower frequency range.

It should also be noted that this type of coupling depends critically on the amplitude of
heave and pitch motions and on the roll stiffness.

‘I’

4. PRESENTATION OF RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

4 .1 General

Selective results from a large scale investigation are presented here with a view to
demonstrate the influence of the aforementioned coupling on the onset of broaching-to as
well as the ensuing vessel behaviour. In relation to the latter, the influence of diffraction
forces and of surge and sway motions wil1_also be discussed.‘

4.2 Choice of Vessel

A Canadian Trawler was chosen for the present study, mmnly because this boat has been
extensively investigated for stability in astern seas, [25]. The vessel particulars at the
design waterline are given in Table l and the body plan in Figure 2.

TABLE 1: MAIN PARTICULARS OF THE CANADIAN VESSEL

‘ 1.8-600-
Beam pp g__ ,6.090 g
.D¢nth is
Draught (zero trim) pp 141.35 tonne

[Displacement] P P if T P g P y 403590 P
LCG A Z _ 2,660]

3.024],
-§Mr S  Z Z i toms-
Tnan 6.280 sec



4.3 Ship Capsize by Broaching-to

As part of an extensive parametric investigation aiming to derive boundary stability
curves that describe relationships between ship design and environmental parameters and
stability related parameters, in known capsize sequences, broaching-to has been studied
as a possible cause of ship capsize with the view to identify and quantify the governing
factors that determine the vessel behaviour in a breach. As a result of such studies, the
following characteristic sequences of vessel behaviour were identified to be directly
linked to the coupling between longitudinal and lateral motions, referred to earlier.

a) Pseudo-Broaching (Cumulative Yaw Motion, [7])

Cumulative yaw motion, which might be construed as breaching, is referred to here as
pseudo-breaching in order to distinguish it from the true breach which is the result of
one wave only. This condition refers to the occurrence of persistently increasing yaw
motion in the presence of a succession of steep waves rapidly overtaking the ship. In
this situation, a certain combination between heave, pitch, roll and yaw motions was
observed which could generally be described by using the right hand rule.

When a wave crest approaches the stern, for example, the ship will heave upwards,
pitch by the bow and if she rolls to starboard a yawing motion to port will result. The
yaw excitation moment depends critically on the instantaneous vessel-wave attitude and
phase, as :1 direct result of vessel motions, the sequence of occurrence of which could
lead to a persistent increase in yaw and eventual capsize in a pseudo-broach situation.
Figure 5 shows some typical results describing a condition where the roll period is
approximately twice the wave encounter period and the ship speed to wave speed ratio
less than 0.5. On the basis of these, a number of interesting observations can be made.
There appears to be a persistent heeling to starboard as the vessel yaws to starboard
which coincides with bow up and heave down. The reverse is true with rolling to port.
What is important, in relation to the theme presently explored, is that the yaw angle, rate
and sense of rotation are influenced directly by both the heave, roll and pitch motion
amplitudes as well as the direction of these motions. This is explained below.

With the wave crest having passed the stern, at a distance approximately L/4 from
arnidships, the vessel pitches bow down whilst heaving upwards. If the vessel at the
same time rolls to port, the coupling between roll and pitch will cause a starboard yaw.
As the wave crest moves forward passing amidships, rolling to starboard and pitching
bow up will give rise to a port yaw. At this point, a large roll restoring develops due to
a combination of a starboard roll, a downward heave and a wave trough amidships
which causes the vessel to roll violently to port and yaw to starboard. With the roll
restoring moment countering, the roll angle is not allowed to develop and with the wave
crest re-appearing amidships, the vessel is rolling to starboard again. The yaw angle to
starboard, on the other hand, becomes comparatively large due to lack of restoring
forces to counteract the large inertia developed. Large yaw to starboard with the wave
crest amidships, especially if the yaw rate is high, would augment roll motion, perhaps
fatally.

Figure 6 depicts a similar situation. It will be noticed, however, that the persistent
increase in yaw motion is now towards the port rather than the starboard side. This is
primarily due to a change in the phase between the wave and roll motions. To obtain a
persistent yaw to port, maximum roll to port should occur when the wave trough is near
amidships. The resultant high potential energy will cause a roll to starboard whilst the
coupling between roll and pitch will give rise to a large port yaw. Should the rudder be
in the opposite direction when these changes take place, the yaw motion would be
greatly enhanced. These events are typical of a broaching-to situation.



In the absence of surge motion in the simulated vessel behaviour, changes in the phase
between wave and vessel motions could only be the result of changes in the magnitude
of vessel motions, vessel heading relative to waves and vessel speed. In a real situation,
however, a change in phase could be due to surf-riding. In addition, the relatively low
encounter period at which cumulative yaw motion takes place, suggest that dynamic
effects and hence wave diffraction forces might be important. These two aspects are
further discussed next.

b) True Broaching (One Wave Broach) '

In contrast to the cumulative yaw motion where the vessel speed is relatively low
compared to the wave speed, in a true broach situation the vessel is travelling at a speed
approximately equal to the wave speed, i.e. at very low wave encounter frequencies. To
be able to simulate the vessel behaviour in this condition, the initial four-degrees-of-
freedom mathematical model was extended to six degrees and a limited study has been
undertaken, making use of experimental results from [25], in order to investigate the
significance of including surge and sway as well as the relative importance of accounting
for wave diffraction.

The Influence oftlzl/a ve,_D{1j“rnctfon_

As indicated in [26], the equivalent effect of diffraction in head/following waves is a
reduction of the wave amplitude. As such, wave excitation and hence vessel
motions should also be reduced as shown in Figure '7. As a consequence of this, it
may be claimed that ignoring the effect of diffraction could be regarded as a
safeguarding measure in assessing ship safety. Heaving said this, it will be noted
from Figure 7 that as the vessel heading relative to the waves increases, wave
excitation also increases giving rise to a larger yaw motion. This alone could be
detrimental regarding the onset of broaching, thus making necessary the
consideration of the diffraction effect.

The In_flttanca,.0fSttrge_and Srvny Motions

' Comparing the results between the four» and six-degrees-of-freedom models, leads to
the conclusion that surge motion is quite significant in affecting vessel behaviour in
severe astern seas. As vessel speed increases (Fn approximately > 0.25), the vessel
may be forced to travel at the speed of wave, i.e. surf-riding may occur. A similar
situation, however, may arise when the vessel advances at a speed reaching near the
wave speed. In both cases, the vessel motion is locked-on in a particular orientation
resulting in a persistent increase in yaw motion. The key to broaching occurrence,
however, lies on the vessel-wave attitude when surf-riding takes place. In this
situation, as the vessel is "pushed" forward at a high speed with the wave crest near
the stern, it is the coupling between longitudinal and lateral motions that sets up the
initial yaw, as described earlier. If the yaw moment exceeds the rudder applied
moment, the vessel will be locked-on in a rapidly increasing yaw. As the vessel
turns, large roll amplitude develops that may lead to vessel capsizing. Sway motion
becomes significant in quartering seas, mainly because of its influence on the roll
motion.

Some simulated results are shown in Figure 8 where it may be seen that the main
influence of surge and sway motions derives from the fact that their inclusion alters
the phase between vessel and wave motions as postulated earlier. However, the
occurrence of capsizing is primarily influenced by the variation of the roll restoring
moment as affected by all ship motions on a purely hydrostatic basis.



S CONCLUDING REMARKS

Based on the points raised in the foregoing, the following remarks are noteworthy.

Experimental and numerical investigations have confirmed earlier findings
conceming the coupling between longitudinal and lateral -motions and have, for the
first time, shown this to be of paramount importance in affecting both the onset of
broaching and the ensuing extreme vessel behaviour.

Numerical results have shown that a realistic simulation of a broaching-to situation,
addressing the capsizal resistance of the ship, requires a six-degrees-of freedom
system including an autopilot, where both hydrostatic and hydrodynamic effects are
considered to the extent allowed by the state of the art.
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Figure 6: Coupling Between Longitudinal and Transverse Motions
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MECHANISM OF BROACHING-TO OF SHIPS FROM THE PERSPECTIVE OF
NONLINEAR DYNAMICS -

B. Bandyopadhyay C. C. Hsiung
Technical University of Nova Scotia, Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada

‘|.

ABSTRACT
I.‘ _"_ - _ - I-

This paper presents the results of an attempt to
unveil the mechanism of broaching-to of ships,
by a numerical and phenomenological approach
with reference to qualitative prediction tech-
niques of nonlinear dynamics. The ship and the
ambient water are considered to form a time-
inverient dynamic system. Nonlinear effects are
simulated in their true forms or by their lin-
ear approximations. Four degrees of freedom in
surge, sway, roll and yaw have been considered
to describe the ship-dynamics. The ship ma-
noeuvre through environmental (external) exci-
tations is described by a semi-empirical mathe-
matical model in the form of ordinary differential
equations. This model is developed by combin-
ing theoretical and experimental modelling tech-
niques. The equations of motion describing the
total system dynamics is recasted in the com-
pact stete space representation, >2; = Ax. Time-
domain simulations are performed by numeri-
cally integrating these canonised ordinary differ-
ential equations.

Parametric analyses of the time domain simu-
lation results, carried out by judiciously vary-
ing the ship’s steady forward speed, relative
wave heading, length and amplitude of waves,
speed and direction of wind, and substantiated
by graphical depictions, reveal a new mechanism
for the inception and occurrence of broaching-to.

rsrraonucrrroisg
Difficulty in steering a ship/boat in following and
quartering seas, leading to the total loss of direc-
tional control despite any rudder action, under
some critical parametric combinations, is termed
as ‘broaching-to’. Theoretical and experimental
analyses of this complicated phenomenon have

+

been carried out by several investigators [4], [6],
119]» l11l= l12l= [13], l18l= l19l= [29]-
Applications of qualitative prediction techniques
of nonlinear dynamics through topological ap-
proach have led to new understandings of the
complex ship motions in roll [7], [15], [21], the
responses of moored tanker [3], [14], [16], and
broaching of ships [18], under deterministic exci-
tations. The result of a preliminary investigation
into the broaching-to phenomenon by the above
mentioned approach, has been introduced by the
authors In this paper, unfolding of the mech-.
anism for the occurrence of broaching-to has been
exemplified by case studies. For brevity, only an
outline of the simulation model, which is elabo-
rated to some extent in [2], has been presented.-
For further details of the model or any other part
of the paper, readers are referred to the doctoral
thesis of the first author

SIMULATION MIODEL
I'_ _.. ' I --_ " -_ ‘I n . I - _..

The principal constituents of the model are :

I.
II.

the kinematic relations
equations of motion describing the ship dy-
namics
expressions for external excitations which
is considered by a linear superposition of
the following effects :
(a) Quasi-steady hydrodynamic response

force-couple;

(bl Propeller and rudder force-couple; ‘ i
Linear hydrodynamic memory effects;

III.

Steady wind force-couple; and
First-order regular wave exciting
force-couple.

(<1)
(<1)
(6)

'_. -___



The hydrostatic force-couple is neglected,
except in roll, since effects of ‘heave’ and
‘pitch’ have been dispensed with in the
present investigation.

Q0o_sn_INA'1jE SYs'"_rsMs_
In developing the equations of motions, the fol-
lowing right-handed, orthogonal coordinate sys-
tems, as shown if Fig. 1, are adopted :
_IEr_i_;i_a.l_ (.r,,,y,,, z,,) : the origin is at an arbitrary
point fixed in the space, with the z_,,-axis directed
vertically downwards.

Body (s[,,y,,,z;,) : fixed on the body (moving
ship), the origin being on the centre plane at
the intersection of the midship section and the
designed water plane with the an, axis directed
towards the forward of the ship and the 2,, axis,
vertically downwards. i

Positive translatory as well as rotational dis-
placements are depicted in Fig. 1 by arrow-
heads.
DYNAMICS
The equations of motion describing the dynamics
of the ship motion in surge, sway, roll and yaw
are :

E2W’"<><

m-.[ii — rv -— mgr? + z,_;pr]=
m[ti + r('a + U) - zap + eGf~]=

1,9 -- mzG[1': + r('a + U)] — mzrazgf-=
(I_,+msG2)i‘ + meg-[13 +r(a+U - msGzG;i=

'\_ .
1.

KINEMA’I‘ICS_
The kinematic equations, relating the velocity
components in the inertial and the body coor-
dinate systems in surge, sway, roll and yaw, are
as follows :

I .i:,,, =(a+U)cos1/:—vcosaisin¢
3,}? =(a+U)sin1,b+'ocosa‘»cos1,t~ (2)
¢ P
it =rcosa5 _

The kinematic effects of an incoming regular

I ' T“ "“ " "v “"~]""”‘
l s=;s.=._??‘~‘lFTs ,

I “”~ ,1
‘$1,, W‘

41;’:“

=,g:i'i:?...._G

F EH

-"H

-[_ _
—-._

I (;[ _____ ,___.___Li
rm ii}

[ PORT SIBD
- __ _:__ _ 5___4 i ya

Figure 1: Coordinate systems and sign conven-
tions.

wave are considered by (a,.__,,-, v,.,,;), as :

“rel = 15 ‘l’ U "" \/giiosffl _

Ural = U '_' \/;€Sin(fJ' '_'

where pt, /\ and the quantity -1./gk/2rr are the
heading, the length and the phase-velocity of the
incident wave, respectively. '

The Mejrnpry Effect

The vectorial recursive state space representation
[3] of the -memory effect is :

én.—1l:(t) -'= Sn.-I-1-—k(t) “ A;=$o(t) “ Bk‘-"(fl
withk=U,1,...,n; - (4)
Soft) = Fifi) and S1/1+1 (ii) = 0

In equation (4), s;, for It = 0,1,...,n, are
state vectors that effectively store the input his-
tory during time domain simulations (starting
from suitable initial conditions) and thus contain

J‘



memory effect. The state parameter matrices A,,
and B,1, are optimally estimated as outlined in [3]
and described in details in The final expres-
sion for memory effect is obtained as [14] :

FM = lXMIYMII{M1NMlT ,
= [still - s(*=><>)l*'/(i) (5)
+[b(0) — b(<><=~)1v(¢) + Sufi)

STATE SPACE. B»EPR,ESENTATIO_.N _
1 _ __ ..._ ._ _.. . __ -_ _ -_

New dynamic equations are obtained by explic-
itly solving (1) for ii,ii, ;s,1= that otherwise occur
linearly on both sides, in the following matrix
form‘:

rhsl
Th3;
rhea ]

C42 C43 C44 Th-94
 %\/Q ‘*-—--v---"

. (6)
The matrix C is a known quantity and the vec-
tor rhs can be evaluated for some suitable values
(initial conditions) of unknown variables. Thus
(6) can be solved for it by the following matrix
equation :

0 0 0
C22 C23 C24 1' =
C32 Css C34

-1::<::-or-Q

I»-H‘-

M: rm"-1 "‘3-"ci<I2-Q- M: Ii-_-‘"1

13’ = [¢]'1lrh8l (7)
Equations (2), (4) and (7) constitute the in-
tended state-space representation :2 = Ax
which is numerically integrated with suitable ini-
tial conditions, using the IMSL (International
Mathematical and Statistical Library) routine
‘DIVPAG’ which employs the Adams-Moalton
method for solving the initial value problem de-
scribed by a set of ordinary differential equations
and is recommended for the so-called stifi prob-
lems. The results of these simulations are anal-
ysed to identify the nature and the causes of the
broaching-to phenomenon of ship motion.

‘Tor details, see [2]

SIMULATION PREDICTIONS
.. -' _ . . "" _ ' "' ___ __ ' _ 1

Sc.oPr.rOr CALCULATIONS_
The ship chosen for the investigation is a wide
hull fishing boat [8], engaged along the coast of
Newfoundland. The main particulars of the fish-
ing boat are :

La-L(L) = 18.36m, Breadth (mld) (B) = 7.43
m, Depth (mld) (D) = 5.3 m, Draft (mld) (h) =
2.76 m, Displacement (V) = 187.4 m3, Number
of Propeller (up) = 1; Number of Rudder = l.

-1

The parameters representing the external exci-
tations by ygirm are speed and (ii) direction;
and those by the warm are length, (ii) head-
ing and (iii) height. The system parameters, in-
fluencing ship manoeuvring are speed of ad-
vance of the boat, (ii) rudder deflection and (iii)
propeller r.p.m.

SIMULATION P.asLI,MINAnIrEs_
It is pertinent at this point to clarify a few im-
portant concepts about the simulation algorithm.
The mathematical model, as mentioned before,
consists of equations (2), (4) and The fol-
lowing items should be noted with regard to the
application of the model :

Wind Effect : The wind effect is neglected in
this investigation on the consideration that it
can only aggravate the situation favourable to
broaching, but can not initiate the same. Ne-
glecting the wind effect in the simulation does
not imply that wind forces and moments are non-
existent. The boat forward speed will result in
non-zero values of this effect. —

Memory Effect: The parameter matrices A], and
B,1, in equation (4) have been obtained by least
square fits with n = 4

Propeller Revolution (r.p.m.) : The propeller is
bonsidered; primarily, to produce the axial thrust
in the forward (surge) direction. However, the
parasitic sway force and yaw moment due to the
inherent hydrodynamic asymmetry in screw pro-
pellers, are also considered. The propeller rev-
olution, r.p.m., is considered to proportionally
change the propeller thrust and thereby is linked

1



with the ship speed.
Rudder Deflection (6) : The rudder solely con-
tributes to thb directional control of the boat.
It is deflected to restore the deviation of the
course of the boat, as close as possible, to a zero
mean value. The rudder deflection represents the
human navigator and no rudder-autopilot is at-
tempted in the present investigation.
Initial Co_nditions : The initial conditions of the
dynamic system under consideration refer to the
initial values of the position and orientation of
the moving boat with respect to the inertial co-
ordinate system. These variables have been des-
ignated by (s:,,,y,,,<;t-,1,b) in theleft hand side of
equation The conditions also include initial
values of the perturbation velocities (u,v, p, r),
which appear in the left hand side of equation
These initial values are essentially unknown and
in the present investigation these have been set
to zero under the consideration that broaching-
to is a transient failure of ship/boat manoeuvre-
bility through waves. This consideration stems
from the systematic experimental observations
[11], that the boat, while steadily moving on a
straight course through calm water with negli-
gible translatory as well as rotational displace-
ments and velocities, broached when it was sub-
jected to a sudden and short pulse of regular wave
excitation.

PHENOMENOLOGICAL ANALYSIS
1 "' _ i i __ _ _ _ i
I " ' ' ' __ ' ' ' """'- _ “ ' I

Conceptual understanding, often based on strong
intuitions, precedes rigorous analytical or exper-
imental exercises in thefengineering analysis of a
physical phenomenon. Based on this argument,
an intuitive analysis of the observations on the
broaching-to of ships in systematic experimental
studies, has been done first in order to formulate
a rational analytical method of investigation into
this complicated phenomenon.

It is pertinent to recall that the mathematical
model, which describes the ship/boat dynam-
ics, has been formulated on the consideration
that the ship/boat and the environment, to-
gether, form a dynamic system. Therefore, in-
tuitive identification of the similarities between

the salient features of broaching-to and the be-
havioural characteristics of nonlinear dynamic
systems, forms the basis for the analytical inves-
tigation.

SaI.1ssT__FsAru_1_1ss_or snoacumo-'ro_
Broaching-to, in reality as well as in the system-
atic experimental studies, has been identified by
a large heading deviation of the ship/boat, with
or without an associated large heel, despite any
action from the helm, while traveling through
following or quartering seas. Experimental ob-
servations on a radio-controlled free-running ship
model in wind generated waves on an open water
[11], revealed that broaching occurred when the
model encountered, successively, a train of fol-
lowing or quartering waves. As each wave passed,
the model was forced to yaw off the original head-
ing to such an extent that the steering system
was unable to correct the heading in the time
interval between the action of successive waves.
Thus it may be inferred that broaching-to takes
place in a rather short span of time.

The phenomenological approach is based princi-
pally on the following three salient features of the
broaching-to of ships, as revealed by the above
mentioned experimental observations :

I. Sudden loss of ship manoeuvrability in
waves;
Large heading deviation as a result of
broaching-to; and
Occurrence of broaching-to in a short span
of time.

INT_U_Ifr1vs lDEN'I1FIGATION_

II.

III.

A phenomenological analysis of the salient fea-
tures of broaching-to has resulted in intuitive
identifications of these features with two most
important behavioural characteristics of nonlin-
ear systems as described below :

' 1.

Bifurcation
The above mentioned salient features I and II
implies that broaching-to may or may not lead
to capsize but certainly results in a noticeable
and sudden change of its state. The change of
states referred to, are the changes in the orienta-
tions and motions of the ship/boat, in response



to some variations in environmental parameters,
such as ‘wave height’ and ‘relative wave heading’.
This qualitative change of the state or the result-
ing motion of the ship/boat resembles the bifur-
cation phenomenon of nonlinear system. The bi-
furcation takes place at a threshold parametric
value, when one or more of the system parame-
ters is/are varied gradually [9], [16]. This similar-
ity between ‘broaching-to’ and ‘bifurcation’ leads
to the intuitive identification of broaching-to as
a bifurcation phenomenon.

Transient failure/capsize

This mode of failure/capsize is typified by failure
or collapse or capsize of a dynamic system during
its transient motion which do not decay but grow
without limit, as the system evolves. As a result,
the steady state motion has not had a chance to
develop. The above mentioned salient features II
and III lead to the consideration that a ship/boat
broaches and may also capsize subsequently, as
a result of the development of a large transient
motion. Therefore, in terms of ultimate safety,
the emphasis of the analysis shifts to the study
of the ‘transient’ behaviour of the nonlinear sys-
tem under consideration, rather than analysing
its steady states. u

 - 1N.BiiQACfl1NQ
The intuitive identifications of broaching-to with
bifurcation and transient failure/capsize, prompt
the adoption of nonlinear system theory in ana-
lytically validating these identifications and sub-
sequently in unveiling the underlying dynamics of
the broaching-to phenomenon. Again, the intri-
cacy of the mathematical model, which describes
the ship motion, and the embedded nonlinearities
in equations (7), (2) and (4), which are the prin-
cipal constituents of the mathematical model,
advocate against adoption of linearisation.
_Tus,.ToPoLoCiIGsL Qojucsrrs,
Consider a moving ship/boat which is undergo-
ing steady oscillatory motion around the pre-
scribed course under the continuous and time
variant excitation from waves and wind. From
the topological perspective, this situation signi-
fies that the boat"s ‘states’, namely the trans-

latory as well as the angular displacements and
velocities, belong to a stable attractor, typically
a ‘chaotic’ attractor [16], in the phase space. A
sudden change of the ship/boat direction and/or
course merely implies a jump of its motions
from the original attractor, which represents the
bounds of its current states (motions), to an-
other stable attractor in the neighbourhood, cor-
responding to its new states. This jump indicates
‘bifurcation’ which may be safe or dangerous, de-
pending on the severity of the jump. A bifur-
cation which results in a recoverable loss of the
ship/boat directional stability is referred to as a
‘safe’ bifurcation. But a sudden and complete
turn-around of the ship/boat heading, which is
a characteristic feature of broaching, suggests a
dangerous or catastrophic bifurcation from the
primary stable attractor to another one, referred
to in technical literature as attractor at infinity
which is located far away from the original at-
tractor.

THE Mscnavlsus,
I_ _ _... _ ___ . _ __ _

The primary goal of this paper is to reveal the un-
derlying dynamics of broaching-to. The follow-
ing two sections discuss the revelation of the two
principal constituents of this dynamics, namely
the mechanism for the inception and the occur-
rence of broaching-to.

§1. ,TH_E,_lNCE,PTIOl§_ 7
E

The concept

The intuitive identification of broaching-to as a
bifurcation phenomenon suggests that a para-
metric analysis of the simulated motions should
be done to validate the identification.

In real seas, a moving ship, acted upon by waves
of frequently changing height, length and di-
rection, will continuously change its course due
to the variations in wave exciting force-couple.
Analysis of such a problem by simultaneously
considering the effect of variations of all of these
parameters on motion responses, is perhaps an
impossible task. A meaningful investigation can
only be carried out by varying a chosen number
(usually one or two) of parameters while keeping
the rest fixed at some predetermined values.

-|-



The principal considerations are 2

0 Analysis in REGULAR waves
¢ TRANSIENT analysis
0 PARAMETRIC analysis

Analysis in RBGULARwaves : The occurrence
of broachingllto in all relatively short span of
time suggests that investigations into this phe-
nomenon can be carried out effectively by scru-
tinising the ‘yaw displacement’, which quantifies
the directional control of the boat, for a brief
time period, during which it is unlikely that the
wave characteristics will change noticeably. Thus
the consideration of the excitations by a series of
regular waves during the short duration of in-
vestigation is plausible. Again, systematic ex-
perimental investigations into the mechanism of
broaching-to have been carried out mostly in reg-
ular waves in a manoeuvring tank [6], [10]. These
are the possible justifications for the present in-
vestigation in regular waves.

TRANSIENT analysis : The salient features of
broaching-to suggest that the boat is unlikely to
lose its directional control and to subsequently
broach once it has been stabilised, by the action
of the rudder, in an oscillatory yaw motion with
an almost zero rnean heading deviation, if the
amplitude or the frequency of the external exci-
tations is not varied. This implies that attention
should be focussed on the transient motion (re-
sponse) which the boat has to overcome to arrive
at a stable motion, if exists at all. In other words,
broaching-to should be identified and analysed as
a transient phenomenon; '

PARAMETRIC Analysis : As indicated before,
for systematic studies’ of this complicated phe-
nomenon, the effects of each of the parameters on
the motion responses are examined while the rest
are kept to the prescribed values, e.g. only the
wave amplitude, Q, , is varied while U, A/L and
it are kept unchanged. Of these the ship speed,
U, and the wave length ratio, A/L , are easily
perceived to have kept constant, as long as the
helmsman does not change the ship speed vol-
untarily by varying the propeller r.p.m. and the
wave length does not change appreciably within
the relatively short duration of the investigation,

respectively. However, the relative wave heading,
11, will vary continuously, even if the direction oi
wave propagation with respect to the earth-fixed
(inertial) coordinate system is considered to be
unchanged during the time span of the investi-
gation, due to the deviation in boat’s heading
resulting from the wave action. This simplifica-
tion has been adopted in the present analysis to
segregate the parametric effects.

Ihe methodology

Explanatign of te_r_ms_ '

Q, : the PRIMARY parameter — Nonlinear sys-
tefns exhibit corrfplicated_dynamics when either
the amplitude of the forcing function or the fre-
quency of excitation is, or both are, varied [9],
[16]. Amongst the parameters, U,;i, A/L and
Q, , it is (1, which has been considered to be di-
rectly proportional to the amplitude of the forc-
ing function, while it does not alter the frequency
of encounter, i.e. IFS] = f((,_, ), but iv, 75 f((',,
Thus the investigation begins with the wave am-
plitude, Q, , as the parameter.

(,f"“ : the CRITICAL wave amplitude — The para-
metric analysis calls for critical value(s) of the
parameter(s) at which the qualitative change in
the behaviour of the dynamic system takes place.
In the present context, the critical value is the
critical wave amplitude, (fit .

5;,,;,,,,;: the STEADY rudder deflection -— A new
'conc€p’t of an Equivalent steady rudder deflection
is introduced. A time-varying rudder deflection
is usually necessary in practice to keep the boat
within acceptable deviation of the heading, dur-
ing its manoeuvre through waves. It is observed
from trial runs of the simulation algorithm that
the rudder deflection stabilises at some nearly
steady value after the decay of the transients.
Consequently, in the following analysis, the un-
steady rudder deflection is replaced by a constant
deflection from the beginning of the investigation
under the presumption that the deviation in the
boat’s heading can be corrected, where possible,
by some time-invariant rudder deflection during
the evolution, to a steady oscillatory yaw motion



around a zero mean heading deviation, or not at
all.

The steady rudder deflection has been obtained
by several trials with the prediction algorithm
and is termed as ‘:5,-,,,,,,’ for future references. Ad-
mittedly, this is possible only during numerical
exercises. ‘6,-M,’ has been obtained to stabilise
the boat as close as possible to a zero mean head-
ing error, in the shortest possible duration.
1,t»,,.,,,,,,,, _: the BR§)AG_HItIG,,angl_e -—- The limit of the
heading error, defihed as ‘1,b,,,.,,,,,_,=, ’, beyond which
the boat is considered to have broached is a sub-
jective decision and depends on the jddgement
of the investigator. In the present analysis, this
limit has been chosen as 45° towards either port
pr i&tI‘}l1J'OB.lI:d,‘i.6. Lrgbfiflacfi | = 45° t(1Renilsop
oo IS 1m1 as ° . owever e s1mu a 1on

has been performed for the time span which cor-
responds to 35-40 forcing cycles, irrespective of
whether the resulting yaw angle, 1,b, at any in-
stant of time, exceeds 45° towards port or star-
board: 7:"-'3' l lwb l >1 lrbbroach. l I or not‘ _

1,bi’,.",f,,[’, : the PEAK TRANSIENT yaw angle -—- This
concept has been mtroduced 1n order to iden-
tify the occurrence of broaching-to. Fig. 2 shows
the time domain simulation of the yaw response,
for U = 7 knots, A/L = 3.0, p = 60° and Q, =
0.7 metre. The transient negative yaw displace-
ment, 1,b, indicates a heading deviation towards
the port-side for quartering waves approaching
from the port-side. The ‘peak’ value of this tran-
sient heading deviation is defined as ‘1,bi",."’,§,l,",, ’ for
the future reference.

Ti_me,domain_simulations_ : Time domain simula-
tion results are presented in the following forms:

I Timerrseries results, — This form gives the
instantaneous roll and yaw displacements
of the boat in the evolution process. Oc-
currence of broaching-to is identified from
the result of the yaw displacement, when
llabfifdrils l exceeds lllbbroach K5 450)‘

0 State plane diagrams — This form sum-
marises the boat motions in the state plane
by presenting the time series result of yaw-
roll displacements, as motion trajectories.

Fig. 2 exemplifies the above mentioned forms.

Procedure

i. Simulation is first carried out with a slower
ship speed of U = 7 knots, corresponding
to a low Froude number, F,,, of 0.268, a
longer (A/L = 3.0) and smaller (Q, = 0.5
metre) wave, resulting in a ratio of wave
height to wave length, 2Q, /A , of 0.018,
a larger relative wave heading (11 = 60°) as
compared to the experiments performed by
Motora et al. [10] with a similar hull form
in the range of 0.4 3 F,, 3 0.7, 0°f§_ 11 $45“,
1.255%/L $3.0 and 0.02§(2Q,'/A) g 0.067,
to ensure that the boat’s directional sta-
bility can be restored, after the decay of
the initial transient, by a suitable time-
invariant rudder deflection, 5,,,,,,,.

ii. The wave amplitude, Q, , which has been
chosen as the primary parameter, is in-

= creased slowly, while keeping other param-
eters, namely U, )\/L , and )1 unchanged.

iii. Observe the occurrence of broaching-to
from the time series results of yaw displace-

I 1 kments, 1.e.. if I1/.~,i’,.",.I',’,.,, exceeds|1,b,,,.,,,,;, I dur-
mg 1ts trans1ent mot1on, as Q, 1s Increased.

iv. Observe the change in the size of the
chaotic attractor in the state plane dia-
gram, as Q, is increased.

‘Q

The mechanism

The evolution of a new mechanism for the in-
ception of broaching-to has been typified in a
step-by-step manner by ‘case studies’. Each case-
study has been illustrated by displaying the time
domain simulation result and by categorically
listing the pertinent observations and their impli-
cations. Finally, a summary of the observations
and the inferences are given. ‘ i

1_-- _ - 1:." - _... -In
_' ' .-' ....1- _.

][Tus Cass S'run1ss]]
Various case studies have been performed follow-
ing the procedure described above. Repeated
time domain simulations of the boat responses
are performed for various combinations of the
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parametric values, U = 7.0 knots , A/L = 3.0,
0,5 m5('_._, 5 1.4 m, and 60° 2 p 2 10°. Only
the cases, pertinent to the understanding of the
mechanism, are presented.

.. l .._

[CASE I :,u = Bil-q

Figures 2-4 exemplifies the time domain simula-
tion results of roll and yaw displacements for the
case study with (1, = 0.7m, 1.1m and 1.4m, re-
spectively. Examinations of these figures reveal
the following observations on each simulation re-
sult.

Case I-1 : 2, for m_

_Tl1e,,,,_obser};ations_

i. The yaw displacement of the boat settles
to a steady oscillation after a transient mo-
tion.

ii. The absolute value of the ‘peak transient
yaw displacement’ ‘|¢ff:,f, | has not ex-
ceeded the ‘broachlng angle’, 1,{1;,,.,,,,,,,,, (E
45°), and therefore, the boat is considered
to have recovered its direction. The tran-
sient motions eventually decay to a steady
oscillation around the zero mean value.

iii. The yaw-roll state plane diagram depicts
that the trajectory has no apparent re-
peatability, or in other words, ‘chaotic’.
The space enclosed by this trajectory is the
chaotic attractor for the transient motion.

Gee ii? = Fin 3= f°¥<-.r 1-
II‘he Ohsertaations

i. The observations -—- (iii) of Case I-1 also
apply to this case.

ii. |1,bf',‘:,f, | has a value greater than that in
Case I-1.

iii. The chaotic attractor in yaw-roll state
plane increased in size or expended as Q, is
increased from Case I-1.

iv. 6,-M, has increased from that in Case I-1.

. ' _ '-'-- -' l "KI Ii _I—'

j us"-t -.-as mi; it a/r)- smut i
is= °-°°°_m=!-n== e -2 messes? _.-

Bfl!..h:s1i:n1sc:n1:n!._{§J
'f re C r -11;

so mo mo as as-o as:
Timefisec)

IaE::lIzrz1snc1nmL.Ei:}

dwvfii
snsss

_l

9'.‘
| 1' §-f"

1-Ir Q

P

p;__.|q- -Q-up

ass.
gl-

3..._... gs... §.t assesses

..  

_.._ -i — ;1—--|- -_ — - -—-—-——

, 1

l,.,.| or .~IL _Iliilliilllliiltitlsiiii ‘illss ..;-..:: . .l alii_ 117,1 lg “£1 1% in

—--l-- — ———'I _' _ --"'-+—-- — {'—--- - ' l__" ' — I I-

-33 -I-5 '13 -H -G 0 -i
YA\'|"-dlsplnoerncnt fleglvss)

~=n*-(<1¢s:1'=@

ééélalsl-Q-nu!-i'r'E3§

fit:rt -in

'_l
I I Iill? Ii '..l Z _ l l .1I¥II'_ ' _.

Figure 2: Yaw and Roll displacements for U=7
knots, A/L =3.0, (',_, --"0.7 In, p = 60°.

_Case;I-3 : Fig. for f_1.4 rn

The observations

i. The time series result of yaw displacement
shows that after the transient yaw motion,
the boat's heading has been recovered by
a suitable rudder deflection (5,,_,,_,,,;% 14°),
in the same manner as shown in Cases I-1
and I-2. But in this case, the boat has been
considered to have broached since |1,bff:,l’, I
has exceeded |1,L~,,,.,,,,,_,;, I during its transient
motion.

ii. The size of the attractor has increased fur-
ther from that in Case I-2.

iii. 5,,,,,,, has further increased from that ill
Case I-2.
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Figure 3: Yaw and Roll displacements for U=7 Figure 4: Yaw and Roll displacements for U=7
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Case lithe inrplications Case 11- lg : for(,,gp--=_pp0.§_mr

i. Broaching-to occurred during the transient The_Qbserv,,_tiOnSi
motion of the boat, i.e. it is a transient C
103$ Of boat ma-I1°@11V1‘a-bililiy ill W~’-*-‘~’@5- i. The general characteristics of the observa-

ii. From topological perspective, broaching-to tions for Case I-1 apply qualitatively.
is related to the expansion of the chaotic at-
tractor observed in the yaw-roll state plane. Case H_2 : Fig 6 for ca = 0_7 m

iii. The expansion of the attractor is gradual ‘i it it '
with respect to the increase in Q, . The: @bSe1'Y@'t1‘?nS -

iv. The implication (iii) above signifies that _ . . _the §,,,.,-, EL ears gmdm” _ 1. The general Cl1EI.I‘B.Cl36I‘lSlI-ICS of the observa
*1 pp y trons for Case I-2 apply qual1tat1vely, when

' h C II-1.H : p = 40;] compared w1t ase

Figures 5-8 display the time domain simulation
results for Q, = 0.5, 0.7, 0.9 and 1.0 metre.
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Observations and (ii) of C358 1'1 3-Te
valid.
The size of the chaotic attractor, when
compared to that of Case II-2, 118$ ffifliuffid
even though the wave amplitude, C, , 15 fil-
creased from 0.7 metre to 0.9 metre: ‘-8-
despite increase in Q, , the attrafitfir 11513
shrunk.

Cses-i1:%1= Fis-..8.far Qt = 1-Flm
The,,observatio_ns,

The boat has broached during its transient
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Figure 5: Yaw and Roll displacements for U=7 Figure 6: Yaw and Roll displacements for U=7
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motion as explained in observation of
Case I-3.
The attractor, after shrinking in Case II-:3,
has again expanded due to the increase 1n
Q, from 0.9 metre to 1.0 metre.
Due to the shrinking of the attractor in
Case II-3, the ‘expansion’ in this case takes
the form of a jump in size, unlike the con-
tinuous and gradual increase as in Case I,
for broaching to occur. This is apparent
when the state plane diagrams in Figures 7
and 8 are compared.
Due to (iii) above, (fii appears i more
rapidly than in Case I (implication (1v)).

‘I.
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Ca.se II : theppimplicpatipons

i.

ii.

iii.

The implications and (ii) of Case I are
also valid in Case II.
The rapid appearance of (fii in observation
(iv) of Case II-4 results in a sensitivity of
boat’s yaw response to the change in Q, for
values near (fii .
The ‘jump’ in size of the attractor with the
increase of the parameter Q, , as revealed
in observation (iii) of Case II-4, signifies a
bifurcation of chaotic attractor in the topo-
logical concept [17]. This ‘jump’ or ‘bifur-
cation’ has been observed to have linkage
with the inception of broaching-to in Case
II-4.
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iv. The ‘bifurcation’ phenomenon and the
‘linkage’, stated in (iii) above, identifies the
inception of broaching-to as a bifurcation
phenomenon.

Intern ar= ,1, s 29-»’|
Figures 9-13 display the time domain simulation
results for this case for Q, = 0.5, 0.7, 0.8, 0.84
and 0.85 metre.

Case III-1 : ,_9_,,for Q, =, Mm,
Case Ill-2 : Fig. 10 for Q,= 111,
Case Ill-3 : l_l rsrppq, 2 0.8 m_,
Case Ill-4 it C12 ior’Q, 5 0.84 In
— _'I - - -

The observations

i. The general characteristics of the observa-
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tions for Casell apply qualitatively.
The ‘contraction’ of the attractor, similar
to observation (iii) in Case II-3, can be seen
by comparing Fig. 12 for Case III-4 with
Fig. 11 for Case III-3.

Case ill-5 : Fig. (G=_0.85 I2

The observations
___.‘

m

The general characteristics of the observa-
tions for Case II-4 apply.
The ‘jump’ in size mentioned in observation
(iii) of Case II—4 takes the form of an er-
plosion in the present case, when the wave
amplitude Q, is increased from 0.84 metre
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in Case III-4 to 0.85 metre. This observa-
tion is evident when Figures 12 and 13 are
compared.
Because of the ‘explosion’ in (ii) above,
broaching-to occurs at almost a threshold
value of (Q , i..e. the appearance of (§"’ IS
instantaneous.

Case the implications .
__ .. |__ -- _ T. I

The implications of Case II are valid in this
case.
The ‘sensitivity’ mentioned in implifiatififl
(ii) of Case II intensifies as a result oi: the
‘explosion’ referred to in observat1on (11) of
Case III-5.
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The observations, -

i. Broaching of the boat occurred during the
transient motion in all cases.

ii. The gradual expansion of the chaotic at-
tractor in the state plane, for a larger rela-
tive wave heading, £.e. pt = 60° and 50°, as
Q, is slowly increased.
For p 5 40°, the attractor expands, then
shrinks, followed by a rapid expansion prior
to broaching, as Q, is slowly increased.

iii.

The above mentioned rapid expansion
takes the form of a jump in size or explosion
for smaller relative wave headings, p. § 20°.

iv.

SUMMA."tY.I - The inferences_

i

ii

iii

The change in the states of the boat is re-
flected topologically by the variations in
the size of the attractor as stated in the
observations. This variation is identified as
a ‘bifurcation’ phenomenon of a nonlinear
dynamic system [16].
As a natural consequence of the iden-
tification in above, the inception of
broaching-to has been attributed to the bi-
furcation of chaotic attractor, observed in
the yaw-roll state plane in the form of a
gradual or a rapid expansions, or an explo-
sion of the attractor.
The intuitive identification is validated in

"-
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Figure 13: Yaw and Roll displacements for U=7
knots, A/L =3.0, Q, =0.85 m, n = 20°.

(ii) above.

The gradual expansion for {J = 00° in ob-
servation (ii) refers‘to the ‘safe’ bifurcation.

v. The ‘explosion’ in observation (iv) for p. 3
20° indicates a ‘dangerous’ or ‘catastrophic’
bifurcation. The explosion was first identi-
fied by Ueda [17] and has been categorised
as interior catastrophe by Thompson and
Stewart [10].

The appearance of (',§"“ for pt > 40° is grad-
ual, but the explosion for 11 5 20° causes
§f"* to appear very suddenly. This results
in an acute sensitivity of boat’s response to
parametric changes.

vi.

§2. fI‘H_s QQQURANOE
The mechanism for the inception of broaching-
to has been revealed by specific case studies a:
exemplified in §l. The case studies consist o:
analyses of the time domain simulation result:
for fixed values of ship speed, U = 7 knots, and
wave length, A/L = 3.0. In other words, a lo~
cal analyses in the parameter space of U, A, p.
(1,, and 6, have been performed. To obtain a
global understanding of the underlying dynam-
ics of broaching-to, such local analyses have tr
be repeated for the entire parameter range. In
the present context, this implies that the inves-
tigation into broaching-to, through repeated time
domain simulation, need to be performed for dif-
ferent values of U and )l/L .

_ The concept

Principal considerations

0 BROAOHING ZONE diagrams
0 ANALYSIS of the broaching zone diagrams

Broaching zone diagrams :
The need : It is apparent from the statements
given above, that :

i. Numerous tedious trial runs of the simula-
tion algorithm have to be carried out with
various choices of the rudder deflection ‘<5’,

- in order to determine <5;,;,,,;. Each of these
runs has to be performed with a set of U,
/\/L , 11., and Q", , as evident from above.

ii. The repeated time domain simulation re-
sults should be summarised in a form ami-
cable to the intended global analysis in the
total parameter space.

Elimination of the trial runs in above, and the
summary, mentioned in (ii), have been achieved
by a unique presentation of the time domain sim-
ulation results in the form of safe and unsafe
broaching zones in the system parameter space.
The said presentation has been typified in Fig.
14.

i



The formation : The development of ‘broach-
ing zone diagrams’ pivots around the concept
that the boat would broach within the action of
a certain number of forcing cycles, hereinafter
termed as ‘nf ’, or would not broach at all.
This presumption thrives on the viewpoint that
broaching-to is a ‘transient’ phenomenon.‘ The
consideration is that once the boat attains a
steady oscillation, it would not broach thereafter
under the action of the same external excitation.
The number of forcing cycle, nf , has been op-
timally chosen as 20, as some trial calculations
with nf > 20 have not indicated appreciable dif-
ferences in the results. The time period (E T; )
of the forcing cycle is calculated as T; = 2a/w,,
where we is the frequency of encounter. Thus
the maximum time span, for which the boat’s
responses are simulated, equals to (rt; X T;

frnalysis of the diagrams

The procedure followed to unveil the mechanism
of broaching-to consists of : _

i. Examination of the characteristic features
of the safe zone; and

ii. Parametric analysis of the behavioural pat-
tern of the safe zone.

As a result of this analysis, a global understand-
ing of the effects of various parametric combina-
tions on the occurrence of broaching-to, has been
obtained. This understanding leads to the con-
ceptualisation of a new mechanism of broaching-
to. Similar method of analysis has been success-
fully adopted in the field of nonlinear dynamics,
and recently in the transient analysis of ship cap-
size in roll motion [4], [7], [15].

The methodology
I _"".T.

A topological approach has been adopted to un-
ravel the mechanism of broaching-to.
'- '-"' - ' " - -' "--_ _ ' ‘L '..._'— I-r.

|Safe and unsafe ‘broaching zone diagramsl

The broaching zone diagrams uniquely sum-
marise the fatei of the boat during the transient

T lln the present context, the word ‘fate’ is used to in-

motion under investigation, from the perspective
of broaching-to. These diagrams, as displayed in
Fig. 14, are the principal tool for the present in-
vestigation. Therefore, a brief discussion on their
formation follows.
_Formation_of each figure
Individual plot : Although n has been chosen
as 20, for the sake of clarity, the fate of the boat
is noted and indicated in each plot for the lower
values of rt; = 16, 12 and 8. The symbols ‘oi,
‘+’, ‘x’, ‘o’ and ‘A’ refer to the combinations of
Q, and /1 for which the simulation algorithm has
predicted ]<]1,b;,,.,,,,,,;, I, with the arbitrarily
chosen steady rudder deflection. In other words,
each of these symbols, where exists, indicates
that the chosen helm would directionally stabilise
the boat in regular waves, which is described by
the corresponding values of (1, and 11, for rt; > 20,
16_‘§1'tf _-3‘ 20, 12511; $16,851:. $12 and n; ~< 8,
respectively. Therefore, in the present study,
cluster of ‘o’ symbols, corresponding to rt; = 20,
is considered to represent the safe zone in the p
- Q, plane, as far as the loss of ship manoeuvring
through wave is concerned.
Each figure : Each figure is composed of several
plots, described above, for a wide range of rudder
deflections, e.g. -20° 5 6 3' 10° in Fig. 14. The
range of the rudder angle has been chosen on the
basis of some trial calculations which showed that
a helm in this range could directionally stabilise
the boat under the wave action, if possible. '

Formation, of broaching zone diagrams

The broaching zone diagrams are prepared by
a collection of figures, described above. The
diagrams cover a range of ship speed, 8 knots
5 U '5 12 knots, and a range of wave lengths,
1.5 3 )l/L § 3.0. The selections of these ranges
are based, respectively, on the designated ser-
vice speed of the boat and on the fact that
broaching-to has been observed to occur when
a ship/boat encounters quartering or following
waves of length in this range. The maximum
value of U = 12 knots has been limited by the

“'J""" '1dicate whether the boat maintained or lost its directlona
control during the period of simulation.
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availability of tank test results for the total hull
resistance

T_he_Meche.nisn'1_

A new understanding of the occurrence of
broaching-to is presented by case studies, as be-
fore.

|lT¥FE¢ssé5rvvIrS||
The ranges of the parameter values considered
are, 8 l<nots5 U 5 12 knots, 3.0?)/L 21.5, 0.4
m5(, 5 1.2 m, and 0° 5 p 5 60°.

Only the cases, pertinent to the revelation of the
mechanism, are displayed in Figures 14—18.

lc.-ssT= U=8 1<11sts,'”i/L =s.0, Fig. 14|
This case study forms the basis of the present in-
vestigation. It furnishes the basic features of the
safe zone for the parametric combinations which
give rise to the least likelihood of broaching-to.
The subsequent case studies will be examined in
comparison with this study.

I_l1e_observations} :

a. The safe zone does not exist for all values
of the rudder deflection, -—20° 5 5 5 10°.

b. The existence of the safe zone spans more
over starboard rudder than port rudder.

c. The boundary of the safe zone, where ex-
" ists, is non-smooth or fractal.

d. As the rudder deflection is varied from star-
board (5 = -—-20°) to port (5 = 10°), the
safe zone emerges from the higher C, side,
moves towards the lower Q, side, and finally
vanishes from the ,u - Q, window, leaving a
few sparsely located safe points for 5 Z 10°.
The terminology ‘V_,,_,-, ‘ is used to quantify
this movement for future comparisons.

T-_ -- I-l I

iThe observation (a) below will be referred to in the
text as "Obs(I-a)". Similar referrals will be made for the
observations in other cases.

e. The ‘sparse’ points in (d) above remain sta-
tionary with respect to the change in helm,
5 Z 10°.

The impl,icatiohs_*

A. The Obs(I-a) is easily comprehensible from
the fact that larger rudder deflections
to port (5 Z 10°) or starboard (5 =
—20°) will result in a 1,l:f,.",‘,‘,f, which exceeds
1{:,,,.,,,,.;, within the stipulated time span and
the boat loses its directional control. This
loss is interpreted as a voluntary action by
the helmsman. '

B. Obs(I-b) implies that a starboard rudder
is necessary to counteract the excitations
from an incoming wave from port side
(0° 5 /1 E 60°)-
The fractal boundary in Obs(I-c) signifies
uncertainties in the boat’s response to the
change in Q, or n in the vicinity of the
boundary. This uncertainty is conceived
from the obvious risk that a small depar-
ture in p or Q, would put the boat in the
unsafe zone.
The implication of Obs(I-c) will be dealt
with later.

C.

D..

| Cass 11 = U=9 knots, A/L =s.0, Fig. 1%
This case study reveals the effect of the increase
in forward speed U when compared with Case I.

The observations
1 ' ' I ' ' . . ___

a. The Obs(I-a)-Obs(I-c) are valid equally
well in this case.

b. In comparison with Case I, the safe zones
exist over a lesser range of rudder deflec-
tion. In Case I, the safe zone prominently
exists for -15“ 5 6 5 5°, but in this case,
the range of the rudder angle reduces to
—lU° 5 5 5 5°.

1 “The implication below will be referred to in the
text as “Imp(I-A)“. Similar referrals will be made for the
implications in other cases.
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The number of the scattered safe points,
mentioned in Obs(I-d), has increased in
this case, as a result of the increase in the
boat speed. '

The ‘stationary’ characteristics of the
sparse points, as in Obs(I-e) is also ob-
served in this case.

Ihe ,impIlicat_i__ons_

Obs(II-a) suggests that Imp(I-A)—Imp(I-
D) apply equally well in this case.

Obs(II-b) indicates that the rudder deflec-
tion, which can avoid the loss of directional
stability in this case, spans over a narrower
range due to the increase in the boat speed.
Alternatively stated, I/1,,” of Obs(I-d) in-
creases for higher boat speed. From the
point of view of the helmsman, this signifies
that a unit (1° in the case study) rudder de-
flection will result rnore change in heading
deviation in this case of higher boat speed.
In other words, the boat’s yaw response has
become sensitive to the rudder deflection at
this higher speed.

Obs(II-c) implies that the ‘uncertainties’,
mentioned in Imp(I-D), increases when the
boat travels faster.

H‘ ‘II’ B? L.'_ I Ii bun .1 I III

¢,<........> | Cass 111 = U=10 knots, A/L =s.o, Fig. 1s|
H ' ' l_ l _' ' " ._ “l

This case study confirms the effect of increas-
ing the boat speed onto the yaw response of the
boat, as detailed in Imp(II-B) and Irnp(II-C). It
also introduces a new phenomenon of rudder in-
effectiveness.

The observati0ns_

Figure 14: Safe(‘e’) and unsafe broaching-zones

Obs(II-a) is also valid in this case.

b. The ‘span’ of the rudder angle, discussed
in Obs(II-b), is reduced farther in this case
to —5° 5 6 5 5°.

The ‘sparse’ safe points have increased in- . c.III control space without Wlfld effect for U = 8 number and are tending to cluster together
kn., A/L = 3.00 and 6 = —20° to 10° for 5° 5 6 510°.
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d. The distribution of the nearly clustered safe
points remain unchanged and stationary in
the p, - Q, plane, with respect to the varia-
tion of rudder angle, in the range 5° 5 6 5
10°.

IB.
I

I
‘D.

The implications

A. Obs(III-a) establishes that Imp(I-A) —
Imp(I-D) are also valid in this case.

Obs(III-b) indicates that lQ,,f,_, has in-
cremed and correspondingly the sensitivity,
as explained in Imp(Il-B), has intensified
due to further increase of boat speed from
9 knots to 10 knots. _

i, .

Obs(III-c) indicates crystallisation of the
sparse points to form a secondary safe zone.
The safe zone, which has been discussed so
far, will be referred to as primary zone to
distinguish it from the secondary zone.

Obs(III-d) suggests an insensitivity of the
secondary zone to the rudder deflection.
This implication signals an inception of a
rudder ineffectiveness on the heading cor-
rection of the boat.

Icxoo IV = U=11 knots, ,\/L’=-3.0, Fig? 1? so 1s
This case study primarily corroborates the for-

M rotniiml H ’ "' mation of the ‘secondary zone’ and the ‘rud-
r I der ineffectiveness’ mentioned in Imp(III-C) andI Rudder: Delleeuon @T-' 10.0 degrees |
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Figure 15: Safe(‘o’) and unsafe broaching-zones
in control space without wind effect for U = 9
kn., A/L = 3.00 and 5 = -15» to 15-=~

| a.
b.

Obs(II-a) holds equally well in this case.
The secondary zone, as introduced in
Imp(III-C), prominently exists for 6 Z 5°
in Fig. 17 which may falsely suggest that
the secondary zones, as appears in the plots
for 6 Z 5°, have been annexed to the 'pr1-
mary safe zone of the plot for 6 = 0°. Fig.
18, which enlarges Fig. 17 for 0° 5 6 5 5°
with A 6 = 1°, clarifies the following char-
acteristics in this case :
(i) Both the primary and the secondary

zones exist.
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Figure 16: Safe(‘o’) and unsafe broaching-zones
in control space without wind effect for U = 10
kn., A/L --=' 3.00 and 5 = -10“ to 10°

The movement of the ‘primary’ zone,
as noted in Obs(I—d), exists.
The gradual emergence of the ‘sec-
ondary’ zone in the it - Q, window, as
the rudder deflection is varied.
The secondary zone is not annexed to
the primary zone. It is a separate en-
tity.
The span of the rudder angle, first
mentioned in Obs(II-b), is reduced

C.

further form Case III, to -5“ S 5 S
3°, indicating increased V_,,,,,r,, .

The secondary zone prominently exists for
6 > 5° and remains stationary 1n the it -
Q, plane with respect to the variation of
the rudder angle.

The implications

A.

B.

C

D.

E.

F

Obs(IV-b(v)) corroborates Imp(III-B) for
a further increase of the boat speed and
reveals more sensitivity of the yaw response
to rudder deflection and increased Kai, .

Obs(IV-b(iv)) suggests that the exis-
tence of the primary and the secondary
zones explains two different mechamsms of
broaching-to, as detailed in (C) and (D)
below.

The development of an increased sensitiv-
ity in (A) above, due to the movement
of the primary zone with increased V,,,,;, ,
relates the primary zone with the incep-
tion of broaching-to. It is pertinent at this
point to refer to Imp(III-ii) of §l, which re-
vealed that the sensitivity, described in (A)
above, is a prime factor for the inception of
broaching-to.

Obs(IV-c) signifies an increased ‘rudder in-
effectiveness’ which has been first intro-
duced in Imp(III-D). The surf-riding phe-
nomenon of ship/boat also demonstrates
the rudder ineffectiveness. Therefore, the
prominence of the stationary secondary
zone is related to the likelihood of surf-
riding which has been considered to be a
precursor to broaching [5], [6], [20].

The increase in i/,,,,f, in Imp(IV-A) and
the prominence of the stationary secondary
zone in Obs(IV-c) appears to be related.
The secondary zone becomes more pI'OIT1I-
nent as Vmv, increases.

The implications stated in and
above are related through the 1mpl1cat1on

The stronger inception results 1n a
more probable surf-riding.
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Figure 17: Safe(‘e’) and -unsafe broaching-zones
in control space without wind effect for U = ll
kn., A/L = 3.00 and 6 =- —-10° to 10°
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CONCLUSIONS: Figure 18: Sa.fe(‘o’) and unsafe broaching-zones

0 The inception of broaching-to is attributed
to the bifurcation of the chaotic attractor,
observed in the yaw-roll state plane as es-
pansion or increase in size of the attrac-
tor. This expansion takes the form of sud-
den jump in size or explosion in the case of
lower wave headings.

111 control space without wind effect for U = 11
kn., A/L = 3.00 and 5 = 0° to 5° -

0 Due to the explosion of the chaotic attrac-
tor, the sensitivity intensifies in the cases
of the lower wave headings, resulting in an
acute unpredictability of the ship's heading
correction by rudder deflection.



The characteristic features of the safe (non-
broaching) zone in the parameter space in-
dicate sensitivity of the ship’s yaw response
to the rudder deflection under specific com-
binations of the parametric values. -
Finally, the occurrence of the broaching-to
phenomenon is attributed to the inability
(or perhaps the impossibility, depending on
the severity of the situation) of the helms-
man to negotiate the unpredictability, by
applying appropriate rudder deflection at
the right time.
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Capsize Criteria for Nonlinear Coupled
Heave and Roll Oscillations in Beam Seas

Pompiliu Donescu and Lawrence N. Virgin,
School of Engineering, Duke University, Durham, NC 27708

Abstract

The coupled (heave and roll) oscillations of u ship in transverse sinusoidal waves are

considered. In contrast to much of the recent research in this area nonlinear efiects, "

fluid--structure interaction and geometry of a realistic vessel are included in the analysis. The

ship hull is described by a set of realistic transverse sections and fluid influence coeflicienrs

are computed using three-dimensional linear interpolation from tables raking into account the

instantaneous Wflléfplflftfi and the frequency of the waves.

Because of the highly nonlinear and complerc nature of the governing equations of

motion the main thrust of this paper is based on numerical simulation.

The fundamental forcing parameters of this problem are the wave height and wave

frequency. As expected, large response amplitudes occur for large wave height and proximity

of the fundamental frequency of the waves to u natural frequency of the vessel. However.
I

nonlinear efiiects have a strong influence on these results. Several initial conditions of the

system were chosen and therefore transient efiecrs are an integral part of this study.

Combinations of wave parameters leading to either sreruly-snare motion or capsiee are

mapped our as ‘safe’ and ‘unsafe’ conditions respectively.

.S'ugge.n‘ion.~; are made concerning how this information could be incorporated into a

relatively simple criterion.
J‘



Introduction and main assumptions

i

Traditionally. the study of ship dynamics and capsize has evolved from rather

simplistic concepts based on the essentially static consideration of restoring moments and the

GZ curve. Incorporation of dynamic effects has progressed along two lines. First, fully

coupled but linear equations of motion have been developed including probabilistic wave

action (Price and Bishop, 1974; Rawson and Tapper, 1983). Second, uncoupled roll motion in

its fully nonlinear context has also received recent attention (Virgin, 1987). This latter

approach has been stimulated by rapid progress in the theoretical understanding of nonlinear

dynamics and chaos, and is the basis of the current paper. -Recent contributions to nonlinear
ship dynamics include the work of Falzarano et al. (I992) and Thompson et al. (1992).

The aim of this paper is to study coupled heave and rolling motions in regular

transverse seas. The restoring moment is not considered from the stability arm diagram. An

enhanced analysis is dedicated to Froude-Krylov forces as, usually, these forces are "dominant
for all waves conditions" (de Kat and Paulling, 1989). Also the fluid influence coefficients are

computed using a simplified model but they are not constant and depend on the position of

the ship and on wave frequency because the motion is dominated by the forcing frequency.
Once the equations of motion have been established they ca.n be solved numerically

starting from a given set of initial conditions. A multitude of data can be generated in this

way and some typicalresponses and their dependence on certain excitation parameters are

delineated. It is important to try to establishsome simple rules based on this complicated
nonlinear behavior.

Recently, Thompson et al. (1991, 1992) have developed a safety criterion based on the
fractal erosion of the stable basin of attraction. Paulling and de Kat (1989) have studied I

multiple degree of freedom motion in severe seas in the time domain. Falzarano (1992) has

also concentrated on nonlinear dynamics of vessels in severe seas. Most of the older and some

of the more recent work has used the vanishing stability angle as the capsize condition

although a few other alternatives have been considered. Virgin (1988) has established an

approximate capsize criterion based on the total energy of a single degree of freedom

oscillation. Also Liapunov functions have been used by a few researchers to establish the



boundedness of the motion (Caldeira-Saraiva. 1990 and Ozkan, 1985).

The computed capsize boundaries are compared with a condition based on the

underlying potential energy of the system. Suggestions for future work are developed.
‘I

Equations of motion

In deriving the equations of motion two systems of coordinates are consideredzia fixed

system Oxlylzl and n frame of reference attached to the ship Oxyz. Fluid forces have been

computed by considering the fluid incompressible and inviscid, and its motion irrotational.

Assuming the motion is described by Laplace's equation for the velocity potential and

linearized boundary conditions at the mean wave elevation. superposition of incoming wave

potential, radiation potential and diffraction potential is used. Froude-Krylov forces and fluid

influence coefficients are more accurately computed and diffraction potential is neglected

(Rawson and Tupper, 1983; Thompson et al., 1992). The equations of motion are derived

from momentum balance:

where

(A +5423) §1o+Laa5'1o"' (A ‘P V905“) 9'=Maa£'1v+-L332

(J,g,+M44) q:3+L,,,,c{:a+pgV( (2:-2:6) sin(<p—-at) - (y—yG) cos (tp-ct) ) =M4,,tt+L44ci

§
1

2,6 - heave displacement in the fixed frame of reference (Fig. l.);

(p - roll angle;

oz - wave angle at the ship middle plane;

A - ship displacement;

J ,,,, - moment of inertia of the ship mass (only);

It/I33, L33, M 4,, Lu - fluid influence coefficients;

V - displaced volume;

g - gravitational constant;

y, z - center of volume V in the frame of reference attached to the ship;

yg, ac — mass center of the ship;



' aw - wave height at the ship middle plane:

* p - water density.

The displaced volume, its center and the fluid influence coefficients are computed

using strip theory:

M11 = fL*'"r.rdL

Lit = _fLlrrdL

mas = P igbzl-1'33

b
133': P93 ('5') was

-l
I

ma-1 = P'75d4l-144

144 = Pmdqvaa

where

* b = b(x), d = d(x) - ship breadth and draught at the section x for the current

waterplane;

~ m,,, 1,, - coefficients per unit length;

* |.L,,, vi, - nondimensional coefficients.
The nondimensional coefficients are based on Lewis forms or the transverse sections

in order to solve the 2D potential flow around each section. Further details of this derivation
can be found in Donexslcu and Virgin (I993).

In the above equations several terms are nonlinear (Jordan and Smith, 1987). The

restoring force and moment depend nonlinearly on the heave displacement and roll angle
because of the ship shape and of the large amplitude motion. The fluid influence coefficients

(added masses and damping coefficients) are computed for each position of the ship and thus

are nonlinear functions of ship position. They also vary with the wave frequency. The forcing

terms are also nonlinear because of added masses and damping coefficients although the wave
is assumed sinusoidal. The restoring moment is not determined from the static stability

diagram, but the ship volume was computed for each instantaneous heave and roll

displacement and wave position. This is an important extension since the submerged volume

I



of the ship is no longer assumed constant.

Numerical simulation

Because of the complexity of the problem and the aim of considering a real ship shape

numerical simulations form the basis of the current study. Numerical methods are becoming

increasingly widespread and sophisticated (Parker and Chua, 1989, and de Kat and Paulling,

1990). The results of the simulations are summarized as diagrams of wave length-wave height

showing the capsize-no capsize domains. The ship is assumed to capsize when the roll angle

is greater than the angle of vanishing stability for its volume in still water. Also zones

determined by the number of transient cycles until ship capsize are emphasized. For

refinement purposes each such domain is attached a shade. The huge number of necessary

simulations to emphasize the boundary between the domains imposed a heuristic procedure of

refining the initial mesh. This procedure is based on the fact that a coarse cell is refined only
if its corners have different shades. Several levels of refining are considered.

Simulations were conducted on a 15000 tdw ship based on a specific Romanian cargo

vessel (Fig. 2) with the following characteristics:

- length between perps LP‘, = 147.00 tn;

- breadth at = 22.80 m; 1
' depth of the ship D = 13.20 m;

* draught T = 9.6 m; .

* block coefficient CB = 0.65.

The results of a typical simulation are shown as time series in figure 3. Figure 3(a)

shows a typical wave profile corresponding to a wave height of 30 n1 and wave length of 330

m. The ship under consideration is then subject to this wave with initial conditions (heave and

roll displacements and velocities) (-0.7, 0.0. 0.0, -0.1). Figure 3(b) shows the resulting relative

roll angle as the continuous line. The absolute roll angle is shown in figure 3(c). Also shown

in figures 3(b) and 3(c) are the results of simulations based on slightly different wave

conditions. In these cases the ship capsizes after a few transient oscillations, i.e. 3.59 and 7.44

wave periods prior to capsize.



Contour plots were obtained showing the safe domain and the unsafe ones for a fine

grid of wave parameters. The unsafe regions are also divided according to the number of

wave periods in which capsize occurs. Inspection of the diagrams shows the capsize (unsafe)

domain appears for waves with maximum angles larger than a specific value depending on the

ship and on initial conditions. However, the boundary between capsize and no capsize can be

very complicated. In fact, an interesting feature of this plot is observed when one considers a

specific wave length of 300 m. For wave height of less than 20 m the motion is stable but for

wave heights above 20 m and up to approximately 25 m capsize occurs within the first two If

transient cycles. However, for wave heights between 25 and 28 tn capsize does not occur.

Although this is somewhat counter-intuitive it is a feature not uncommon in nonlinear

dynamical systems.

Although they are not presented here, simulations for different initial conditions have

been performed and they show that if the initial conditions are in the sense of the excitation

the ship is less likely to capsize or capsizes after a longer period (Fig 4). By contrast, initial
conditions contrary to the forcing decrease the safe areas in the parameter space and also

capsize occurs more suddenly.

The shaded figures can be used for sea-keeping purposes. They represent important

information in terms of whether the actual direction of the ship is safe for a given sea. The

domains manifest a fractal nature, i.e. showing geometric self similarity at any scale, which

may showthat chaos is present in the system dynamics (Virgin, 1987-1989).

Figure 5 shows a 3-D plot of the maximum roll angle as a function of the wave

parameters. It is appaient that the maximum roll angle grows rapidly as the capsize boundary

is approached, hence the build up of roll angle may occur quite suddenly as the wave

conditions change. Clearly, this figure augments figure 4 in the sense that the capsize regions

in figure 4 relate to the regions which are included in the plateau of figure 5.

Towards a capsize criterion

Clearly the mechanism of capsize is a very complicated process even when the

mathematical model is based on various simplifications. Sensitivity to initial conditions and



wave parameters means that isolated simulations are of little value and therefore a relatively

simple criterion is sought which provides some kind of lower bound to the onset of large

amplitude motion leading to capsize.

Here, we. attempt to show how capsize corresponds to escape from the local potential

energy well, the shape of which is determined primarily from the geometry of the vessel.

Figure 6 shows 3-D and contour plots of the potential energy as a function of heave and roll

displacements. The symmetric saddle points are associated with the angle of vanishing
1-

stability. It is also apparent that the energy surface is not at all symmetric with respect to the

heave displacement. *

The proposed criterion is based on limiting transients to remain within an energy

'watershed'. This watershed is defined by the locus of points with a minimum gradient length

which contains the saddles and the maximums of the potential energy surface shown in figure
6. A useful analogy is to consider a ball rolling on this energy surface. Escape corresponds to

capsize. Wave forcing is in some sense analogous to shaking this surface. If the excitation is

strong it is clear that the ball is more likely to escape over the saddle points.

It is desired to restrict the motion to be contained within a subset of this surface. A

safety factor can be incorporated by restricting the allowed region even further. Figure 7

illustrates this approach as a phase projection in the heave-roll plane relative to the wave. In

figure 7(a) the motion is initiated and it can be seen that despite relatively large amplitude

transient behavior the ship does not capsize, and the condition is not violated. In figure 7(b)'

the wave height is increased slightly, the capsize condition is violated and capsize occurs (i.e.

the relative roll angle exceeds the angle of vanishing stability) very soon after. To illustrate

the conservative nature of this approach consider figure 7(c) where motion that does not

ultimately result in capsize but does violate the stability criterion. Hence, this combination of

wave height and frequency is considered an unsafe wave action.

A summary of the proposed criterion is then shown as a function of wave parameters

in figure 8. It can be seen that the criterion acts as a lower bound for stable rolling motion.
i.e. no capsize when compared with figure 4. Although this criterion is ad hoc in nature it is

based on the underlying (nonlinear) characteristics of the vessel albeit with damping and

forcing neglected. It should be pointed out that these curves correspond to a single set of

initial conditions, but since the set chosen are associated with a near rest state they may be



'1-

viewed as close to a worst case since significant transients are caused.

Conclusions

The coupled heave-roll motion of a ship in beam seas has been studied. The restoring

forces and the fluid influence coefficients are computed as nonlinear functions of ship position

and wave frequency. I

The governing equations of motion are solved numerically for a variety of wave

conditions. It is shown that the resulting behavior is very ‘complicated, including possibility of

counter-intuitive behavior. Due to sensitivity of the system an approximate criterion is

suggested such that a lower boundary is developed for the stable (i.e. non-capsizing) motion.

This work represents the early stages in an on-going program of research to investigate
realistic ship dynamic behavior and ways of developing useful tools based on the underlying

(nonlinear) physics of the problem. i -
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The probability distribution of rolling amplitude of
a ship in high waves

Huang Xianglu Gu Xiechong Bao Weiguang
Shanghai Jiao Tong University

PRC

_ Abstract

The probability distribution function of the rolling amplitude of a ship with S-type stability
curve in high waves was derived by using the stochastic averaging method. Some results of
different S type stability curves and damping were presented and discussed. Also in the paper
the influence of shipping water on the probability distribution was demonstrated by a time
domain numerical simulation. '

1.Introduction: The rolling of a ship in high waves is an important factor in the
determination of ship stability especially from the dynamic point of view. As early as 60
decade,Rahola has stressed the dynamieeffect of ship rolling in the determination of ship
stability. After that,several regulations have been established for governing the ship stability
which take this point into consideration. No matter what the importance of the role of the
rolling amplitude, the determination of the magnitude of the rolling amplitude in those
regulations remain harsh. Almost all of the regulations use average rolling amplitude by
some empirical formula in which only a few of the parameters have been involved. The
reason of such situation is the lack of the knowledge of ship rolling in high sea especially in
random waves. The nonlinear ship oscillation in random waves is a difficult task in ship
motion theory,since the nonlinear character of the motion equation leads to the invalidation
of the assumption of the normal distribution of the solution which is the base of the
derivation of probability distribution in linear cases. In nonlinear cases,the form of
distribution has to be determined according to the specified motion response system.

In 60 decade,Caughey[l] proposed a method in which the Markov process theory was
used to derive the probability function of the output of a nonlinear discrete system. The idea
of such derivation is that the output of a nonlinear first order system may be Markovian
provided the input signal is a white noise. Using the Markov process theory,we can
determine the probability function of the process by solving the corresponding Fokker-Planck
equations.The shortcome of the method is that it is unreasonable for us to assume that the
wave be substituted by a white noise. But the basic idea of substitute the original process by-
a Markov process is very important,it may give a way to break through the barrier of finding
the probability distribution function for several nonlinear systems. Two Russian scientists
Stratonovich[2] and Khasrninskii[3] have found the criteria of replacing the output of a
nonlinear system by a dispersion process and establish the relation between the equation of
the system and the process parameters. Roberts[4][5] first applied such method to a nonlinear
large amplitude rolling equation in which both the restoring and damping function are
represented by a polynomial up to third order. In order to fulfill the requirement of KS limit
theorem,Roberts transformed the original nonlinear rolling equation into a first order equation
system with a pair of new variable energy level and phase angle. Under some conditions
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which is imposed on the equation he succeeded in finding the probability function of rolling
amplitude for both the nonlinear restoring and damping. Comparison between the theoretical
results and its correspond experimental result show satisfactory conformation.

In the derivation of Roberts,as for nonlinear restoring functions he only considered the
stability curves which can be represented by a third order polynomial. This means only ships
with so-called soft restoring character are considered. But as we know a large number of
ships especially for ships require better seakeeping quality such as the container ship always
have a hard or S-type stability curves. The rolling amplitude for such kind of ships will have
much more importance. In this paper we extent Roberts work to such ships by fitting the
restoring curve with a fifth order polynomial. Since the solution of roll motion depends on
the form of the restoring function we should at first find out the solution of the free rolling
. We will explain the process of derivation in next sections.

Another interesting problem related to the rolling amplitude is the influence of shipping
water. Due to the complexity of the problem,both theoretical and experimental researches are
scarce. In this paper,an attempt was made to simulate numerically the rolling of a ship in a
beam sea with water shipping to the deck. The calculation proceeded in time domain in
which a scheme proposed by Dillingham[6] was used to treat the deck water. Some of the
results obtained are presented and discussed. '

2.Theory: There are two kinds of calculations involved in this paper. One is the
determination of large amplitude rolling probability distribution function,w-hich related to the
application of KS limit theorem. The other is the calculation to investigate the influence of
shipping water on the rolling of a ship in random beam sea,which is a time domain
integration of a nonlinear complicated motion equations. The aim of our work is not to
develop or modify the theory,only use such method as a tool to solve our problem,so we will
notdescribe these theory in detail,only introduce them briefly to make the statement more
clear. Reader who interest in the theory can refer to [1]-[6].

For the large rolling amplitude problern,we use the same method as Roberts,the only
difference between our work and Roberts is the type of stability curves. In the following we
explain some points which related to the change of the stability function in the procedure of
the derivation of the distribution function.

According to Roberts,the rolling amplitude was replaced by the energy level V and phase
angle 6,the motion equation was transformed into a first order equation system of V and 6.
Assuming that the damping of roll motion is small compared with the wave excitation the
equation will have the form which fulfill the requirement of KS limit theorem:

1-

i/=-@”A1(v)+@t»1(t/,,a,r)

it=-c2A2(V)+eb2(V,.B,Y)

ll



in which: .
V A R is r- energy level
6: i — is -angle of roll motion
A R ~ ~ the phase angle which is induced by higher order nonlinearity
Y(t)1~ excitation moment
em A - smallness parameter,which corresponds to the damping
magnitude '

-|- 1 TU”)
A1(m=-Tm ff(v,a)sn1eda

0

1 TU’)
A2(V)=H-6 £f(V,a)¢<>saaa

1
b1(V,B,Y) =sin6(2V) 2 Y(t)

bztr/..e.n=i‘1“ilY<r>
<21/F

According to KS limit theorem the response process V weakly convergent to a dispersion
process provided e approaches to zero,the dispersion and drift coefficients of the process are
related with the term of A and b in the transformed motion equation as follows:

0I asH1=A"+f<E(&)(b")Ht>dT i

I'll

W

1>n’= f<s(a),(a')M>a»t
-M

. .

in which the subscript ‘ denote the transpose. -

After we got the coefficients of the process it is straight forward to derive the probability
function from the corresponding -Fokker-Planck equations. So,the main problem for us is to
find out the expression of the terms A and b.

It is understood that the, phase angle 9 of roll appeared in the term b is the rolling motion
characteristic,which is represented by the undamped free rolling of the ship. In other words,it
is the solution of the following equations:



ii+F<v>=0

Roberts has found the solution of the equation of the third order restoring function. In our
case,the solution of the equation with fifth order restoring functions are needed. We will
illustrated the procedure of solving such equation in following paragraph. __

The calculation of the rolling of a ship in waves with shipping water on deck are
proceeded in time domain. The motion equation of the ship rolling which is to be integrated
as an initial problem are expressed as follows: .

it t 1

as + frrn-~.-)e(r)at +1‘-"(a) =M,,(t) +MD(t)
4-K _..

in which:
A- — R tithe moment of inertia of ship
I-7(6) R R -restoring function of ship rolling motion
Mw(t) ~ R wave exciting moment
MD(t)~1RR I - moment induced by the shipping water

The term of convolution integral represents the hydrodynamic forces induced by the ship
motion,whi1e the function K(t) involved in this integration is the so-called retardation
function. In this paper,a time domain Green's function method were used to generate such
retardation function. The quantity and motion of the shipping water are calculated by a
scheme proposed by Dillingham in which the shallow water theory was used to modeling the
motion of the deck water,and to solve the deck water motion equations the random choice
method are utilized. The wave as a input of the calculation were generated by using the
Longuet-Higgins model,the spectrum used in the random wave trace generation are ITTC
spectrum. The resulted rolling motion trace were treated statistically which gives the
correspond histogram,from which by comparing the results between those considering
shipping water or without shipping water,some conclusions may be drawn.

-|-
-|-

3..The solution of the undamped free rolling equation with fifth order restoring function:

Before solving the equation,we should determine the coefficients of the fifth order
polynomial to be fitted with a given S-type restoring curve. It will be more convenient if we
normalize the restoring curve by the angle at which the stability moment become zero(not
zero point). It is shown in Appendix that the normalized fifth order restoring function has
the form of: .

F<v>=v+<c-1>vi-Cw’



Then the undamped normalized free rolling equation should be:

i}+v+<C-1>v’-Cv‘=0

After integration this equation will have the form:

1-
1*’- -1. 2.1 .. 4-1 62v-I/[Zr 4<c1>v 60¢]

This equation also can be expressed in following form:

let

in which:

i

its solution willbe

v2=-§-C(a’-vhtbi-v“>(c”+v’>

a2<b2

' 1
H='—_£

1|!

u2=~g'-C(c2u—1j(b2tt—l)(c2u—-1)=8V(u-u)(u-[3)(u—y)

V=l-Caibzcz
6

“ 1_ _ 1_ __ 1“-'.;rt"tr*-"2
u>B>0

u=-at +(o: -[3)tan2B

.2 5+
a =2V(o:+-y)[1—--1-sinzb]

tt+y
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Here:

to1=~,/2 V(ct +"y)

k2=_w..<1
. a+Y

So:

tt=rr +(o: -p)-_--S”2(m‘i’k)
cn2(to1r,!c)

'acn(to ,I:)
‘ll: *1

J 1--E-2.t¢r’(t.>1,1<)

This is the solution of the free undamped rolling of a ship has fifth order restoring
function.By using such solution in the calculation of the terms b we can solve the S-type
stability problem.

4.Calculation of the stationary rolling amplitude probability: The calculation of the
probability distribution function is the same as Roberts. By considering the case of stationary
roll,which means no capsize happen the left hand side of the Fokker-Planck equation become
zero. Then the solution of equation can be expressed in the form:

V'_ x _ [nA.tc)-ra<c>_
P‘ Vvcnexpii sour) dc]

+

in which: K is a parameter which guarantee the integral of the distribution over its entire
range be unity.

ill

n(V)=Z SiS..t~<»><I/>1
n=1

<x(VJ=—%-l11(V)+v(V)l



v0/>=i C§5X[nw(V)l
n=l

S,,,Cn are the Fourier coefficients of the sine and cosine part of the undamped free oscillation
of rolling motion H.;,(t).

" sin60(t) =2 S“Sill-——2'1tM
n=I T

cosB0(t) =2 C“cos-21-Iii
1fl:

M

SX(m)=f WX(1:)costo1:d-r p
I-

O

W,.<-=>_=Enu>xu+-=>1
in this paper the spectrum of Dalzell which is the spectra of wave slope were used. the form
of such spectrum is:

- Sx(to) =S(top)H_g(to *)

1 R 1+1; 1 3.; T5 ., IT

Hf“ ’=Z.Y°‘P‘4...-4 *‘1s"° "T551
1'» mi: (D

(.0
P

According to this theory,a program of calculate the probability distribution of the rolling
amplitude both for ships with fifth or third order stability curve was developed,which was
running on a personal computer of 486. '

-0

5.The effect of the nonlinearity of the stability curves on the statistical distribution of
the rolling amplitude

By using the above mentioned method,a series of ships with different kinds of stability
curve were calculated. In order to clarify the influence of the nonlinearities of the terms in
the equation,both fifth and third order restoring function and linear ,quadrature damping are
included. The parameters and its ranges used in the calculation are listed in table 1. The
results of the probability distribution are shown in fig2-5,while the amplitude corresponds
to the cumulate probability of 0.99 for every situation are listed in table l. The form of the

I



restoring curves of S-type used in the calculation are also‘shown in fig l. The parameters of
the restoring function attribute to the cases denoted in the figs are: Case l : third order
polynomial. case 2: fifth order with C=l.2. case 3: fifth order with C=2.0. case 4:fifth
order with C =5.0.

It is clear from the calculated results,that the effect of the nonlinearity of the restoring
curve is significant. The resulting amplitude of the ship with fifth order curve is small
compared with third order curve. The more theintensity of fifth order term the smaller the
resulting amplitude. The significance of the influence of nonlinear term is increasing with
the magnitude of the rolling amplitude. It is seen from the last column of table l,the
amplitude of 99 percent probability of the ship with fifth order curve,which has the
coefficient C as 5 is 0.4595 rad,while the correspond value of the ship with third order
restoring curve will be 0.6474, about 29 percent greater than the S-type condition.
Considering that the value correspond to the linear restoring function are even large than
third order case,it is worth to take this factor into consideration if the safety problem are
dealing with.

Table 1 : The amplitude with cumulative probability 0.99
l

-""- R — - ----—-R-R ' " —R- R 1;." ----_-- —R RR __-" fl

' a=0.3 _a=0.0 = . I a=0.0l
80'90 I-—-C.7 @1-I

Ll

l b=0.0 b=1.0 = =0.l
!_ --— 4-- -— _ _ ___ - - i

Third 0.2203 , 0.2849 0.2388 ; 0.6474
II

order -

c=1.2 0.2218 0.2810 0.2382 2 0.5728
iI_” ii? T _ _‘IIlIl ‘T _'L. T ii.|i

L___c=2.0T 0.2116 0._2v53 pp0.___2342 H 0.536sI " R

 c=5.0p__ 0.2047 0.2577 p0.22i1 0.4595
I I' .
1 __ ' _.__

1

:-

6.Comparison between the time domain simulation and theoretical prediction:
As Roberts has done in his work,we proceeded the time simulation of the motion of a

equation with fifth order restoring function. In the calculation,Dalze1l spectrum were used
to generate the wave slope time series. The length of the time trace is 409.6sec,while the
spectrum resolution of 0.02 was used.The histogram of the rolling amplitude was calculated
from the simulated time series. Fig 6-7 show that the conformation between the theoretical
predicted distribution ‘curve and the simulated histogram is good.

7.The time domain simulation of a ship rolling in beam waves with shipping water on
deck:

In order to investigate the influence of shipping water on the probability distribution of the
rolling amplitude in random beam waves,a numerical calculation program has been developed
in Ship Hydrodynamic Laboratory of Shanghai Jiao Tong University according to the method
as we mentioned in section two. The wave series or time series of wave height and slope was
generated numerically by using Longuet-Higgins model. The length of the time trace used
in the calculation is about fifteen minutes. The ship used in the calculation is a ship with
moderate size. The particulars are as follows:



Length over all: 61.5 M
Beam : 8.26 M
Draught: 3.8 M
Displacement: 1024 Ton
The metacentric height of ship were varied in the calculation to investigate the influence of
shipping water. The stability curve of the ship were assumed to be of third order.

The time trace of rolling angle were calculated for following ship conditions:
Metacentricheiglttz 0.5 M 0.25 M
Freeboard height : 0.4 M

The wave height and period is 3 meter and 8 sec.

The time trace of ship rolling angle were analyzed statistically,and the resulted histogram
of rolling amp1itude(Maximum) are shown in Fig 8-9.the theoretical distribution of maximum
value,the Longuet-Higgins distribution also included in the graphs. Some of the time traces
of the rolling angle and deck water quantity obtained in the calculation were also shown in
fig 10-11.

It can be seen from the histograms obtained in these caIculation,the effect of shipping
water always increase the rolling amplitude. Comparison between the histogram with the
Longuet-Higgins theoretical distribution which corresponds to the linear case,show that they
conform well when the shipping water effect were ignored,but will have significant
discrepancy when the shipping water effect were account for. The shipping water resulted
in a significant skewness in the rolling amplitude distribution with a trend of increasing the
tail of the distribution curve.
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APPENDIX:
The fitting of the S-type restoring curves:

In order to express the restoring curves with S-type character,a polynomial at least up to
fifth order should be explored. This is due to the requirements of the restoring curve should
be asymmetric,has two zero points and at least one point of inflexon. We assume that the
restoring curve has following form:

G(tp)=C1tp+C3tp3+C5tp5'

it is clear this curve will have at least two zero points to = 0,<p=<,a' 2>0.<,a’is the angle at
which the restoring moment diminish. C, >0. When to is small,the restoring curve should be
upper to the tangent line through the original point,that is:

_ G(4>)>C,v '

01'

C3(p3+C5<,p5.‘>-O

or - 2C3-+C5tp >0

so,C3 >0. In order to guarantee the zero point <p"exist,C5 should be less than zero.
It is conyenient to normalize the restoring curve by the angle at which restoring moment

diminishes. For this reason we at first calculate the angle of stability diminish by solving the
following equation:

- C1+C3tp2+C5tp4=0

The roots 0_f this equation are:

r.i.Ce~/¢?:4C1<-C51
x 2(_C§)

‘L
‘Q

-1|

in which the positive root: .
"" ___.)

64_.a+»/@%RR4a<—.r22(—C5)
1

Then we obtain the diminish angle of stability <p' >0. Another root of the equation is
negative: '

I
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(PL C3-\/C§+4Ci(-C5)
.2( "csi

and:

- l‘P'2l7”l‘Pil

Introduce a parameter C
R 42

(j'._.-.35.:-.>1
(P1

then

P2._._..1 =..._..¢‘
C1 (p1=2(pi' (p"2

C £48‘-+4”) 1» R Q " .r<°'"1> -C1 (p.2tp1 (P

Introduce a new normalized variable of rolling angle and time:

i '|_|]=._.".[%
(P .

1: = taut

in which:

o0=\/F1

By dividing the original motion equation with tau ta’ ,we will obtain following normalized
equafion:

iii+4+cc-1>4“—Cv’=0

as we have used in section 3.
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Transverse Stability of Ships in Waves in Consideration
of Ship Generated Waves

‘I.

Z. J . Huang C‘. C. Hsiung
- Centre for Marine Vessel Design and Research

Technical University of Nova Scotia
Ha.l'f N Scotia Canada B3J 2X41 ax, ova ,
Tel:(902)-420-7954; Fax:(902)423-6711

Abstract A

The righting moment of a ship in waves is com-
puted with the consideration of the incident and
diffracted waves around the ship, and the steady
wave due to the ship advancing at a constant
speed. The three-dimensional panel method is
employed for the wave field and the righting mo-
ment computation. The influence of wave length,
heading, frequency and amplitude of the incident
wave as well as the effects of the ship’s forward
speed and the ship motion are studied. It has
been found that the righting moment of a ship
in waves is related to all these factors. It can
not be adequate if the righting moment is only
computed in calm water or with the considers.-
tion of the incident waves. Results for various
conditions are presented and discussed.

1 -|-

Introduction .

For the large amplitude ship motion in waves, in-
cluding ‘ship capsizing in severe seas, the righting
moment should be determined by the instanta-
neous ship position and actual wave field‘ around
the ship. Two factors that resist capsizing are the
viscous roll damping and the righting moment.
Therefore, accurate computation of the righting
moment in the actual wave field is critical to the
safety analysis of ships.
The wave field around the ship consists of inci-
dent waves and ship generated waves. The ship
generated waves are radiated waves caused‘ by

-|
\-

the ship oscillatory motion; diffracted wavesdue
to the interference of the ship hull to incident
waves; and steady waves due to the ship advanc-
ing in water with a constant speed. When ‘only
the incident wave is considered, it has been found
that the transverse stability of aship‘ in the in-
cident wave is quite different from that in calm
water. For instance, the righting ,mornent'is dra-
matically reduced when a ship is positioned at
the wave crest in a following sea [1] ' *
The righting moment was also computed using
the instantaneous wetted surface in an undis-
turbed incident wave field in the simulation of
ship motion and capsize However, the ship
generated waves should not be ignored-for the
transverse‘ stability calculation,‘ and their con-
tribution needs to be carefully studied. In our
computation, for instance, the diffracted wave
accounts for 40% of the total wave amplitude
amidships at beam seas and 30% at quartering
seas when the wave length equals the ship length.
Also, the steady wave niay increase the righting
moment if its trough is amidships. ' '.
The steady waves, or the so-called Neumann.-'
Kelvin waves, and the diffracted waves are cal-
culated by using the threedimensional panel
method. The radiated wavesare not considered
at the present study. The ship hull including the
deck space is approximated by discretized panels.
Since the panel method is used, the ship form
can be slender or full and there is no restriction
on the wave direction. The righting moments
are calculated by taking account of the incident

F



wave, steady wave, diffracted wave, sinl-{age and
trim at different wave headings, wave lengths and
forward speeds.
Since the wave field around the ship and the ac-
tual ship position in waves are varying with time,
the calculation is carried out in the time domain
with various relative positions of the ship to the
incident wave crests. The ship’s hull and deck
space are discretized into panels. At each time
step, the actual wetted hull surface is calculated
based on the wave surface and the ship position.
Then, the pressure on all the wetted panels is
computed.
The deformed wave elevation is not symmetrical
to the longitudinal centerplane, therefore, unlike
in the calm water situation the righting moment
no longer becomes an odd function about the
ship’s upright position. In the sense of hydrostat-
ics, the stable equilibrium position corresponding
to zero righting moment is obtained at a heel an-
gle leaning towards the incoming wave.
The computation of the traditional righting lever
in calm water is carried out with heeling angles
at the static equilibrium between the ship weight
and its buoyancy. However, when the ship is in
waves its position is governed by the dynamic
equilibrium, i.e. the equation of ship motion.
Hence, the computation should be performed for
an arbitrary position due to the ship motion.
In the following sections, the computational pro-
cedure-is described. The computed righting mo-
ment vs. heel angle is presented with the fol-
lowing parameters: wave direction, wave length,
and ship forward speed, as well as relative posi-
tions of the ship to the incident wave crest, the
steady wave and the diffracted wave. The rela-
tionship between the righting moment and the
above-mentioned parameters, and the effects of
steady and diffracted waves, sinkage and trim on
the transverse stability are discussed. -

Methodology

Three coordinate systems are adopted in the
present studies, as shown in Fig.1. Let OXYZ

be the space-fixed coordinate system with the
OXY-plane on the calm water surface and the
OZ-axis being positive upwards. The second co-
ordinate system oxyz is a moving system which
moves with the same arbitary horizontal excur-
sions as that of the center of gravity of the ship.
In the present studies, we consider the ship has
a constant forward speed U in the OX-direction.
The osy-plane always coincides with the OXY-
plane, the on-axis is in the same direction as
the OX-axis and the oz-axis is positive upwards.
The third coordinate system o1s:1y1z1' is ship-
fixed with the olslyi-plane coincides with the
OX1’-plane when the ship is in its static equilib-
rium position, and the ole;-axis is positive up-
wards.

It is convenient to describe the steady wave, in-
cident wave and diffracted wave, and the oscilla-
tory ship motion in the osyz-system. The ship
geometry and the righting moment will be ex-
pressed in the olrrlyizi-coordinate system. To
take account of the effect of large amplitude ship
motion on the restoring moment, it is required
to determine the new position of the ship at each
time instant. The ship motions are represented
by (€1:€2:€3:e1:.32:33)I in which: (€1:€2:€3) are the
displacements off the origin 01, and (e1,e2,e3) are
the Euler angles of the ship in space. _
Making use of the Euler angles (e1,e2,e3)_, the
ship-fixed coordinate system and the steady mov-
ing coordinate system can be related es:

w £1 t $1-
(u)=(?)+lR](y1) (1)

where the transform matrix [Rm] has been de-
rived as follows:

' 62133 8152*‘-is - 0183 61826; + $182 _
[R] = C253 S1-S383 + c103 $1$2$s '- 811-is

--.5‘; S102 C102
(2)

and c; = cos(e,;), s; = s£n(e;); for i = 1,2,3. Also
we have:

X=Ut-l-sc; Y=y; and Z-=2 (3)

where U is the ship’s forward speed.



In this work, we assume that =

a. the wave field can be represented by poten-
tial flow; _

b. the wave field around the ship hull is the
superposition of the incident wave, steady
wave and diffracted wave;

c. in computing the righting moment, the ship
is heeled to different angles, the wave field is
not affected by the change of the heel angle;
and

d. the ship’s -forward speed and heading are
constant.

The incident wave elevation is given in the fol-
lowing form :

Q,-(:::, y, t) -= a;cos[k(Xcos,6 + Ysinfi) - wt + 6;]
= a;cos[k(scos,6 + ysinfl) —- w_._._t + 6;] (4)

where e: is amplitude of the incident wave, aw is
the incident wave frequency in OXYZ system,
e; is the phase lag, £3 is direction of the" incident
wave propagation with Li = 180° as head seas,
and s = 5%’-.
The canonical potential function of incident wave
is given as:

e5-;(s, y, z) = -it-Jgesp {£k(:r_cos)5‘ + ysinfl) + ks} (5)

By_using the superposition principle, the
velocity potential of the deformed wave field can
be given as follows:

®($:y:z:t)=¢'s(3i:y:z) _

+ai(¢:'($: U: Z) "l' ¢’d(m: y: z))e_WJ (6)

where dr. is the steady wave potential and dd is
the diffracted wave potential.

The steady wave

A steady wave system around the ship is gener-
ated as the ship is advancing in calm water at a

steady forward speed. The velocity potential of
the steady wave can be expressed as:

‘i'l5s(~*"-7:!/:3) = “U33+‘|5(9311/:3) (7)

where 5 can be determined by solving the
Neumann-Kelvin problem:

‘\72$(:r,y,z) = 0, in the fluid domain (8)

62 6 -
(-5? + -g,-~5;)d(a:, y, z) = 0, on 2:|= 0 (9)

-a¢(g':'ny’z) 1-' Um for (:::, y,z) on 5' (10)

and the radiation condition *

- ___ o(1/R) fora:>0andR-+oo-
¢($’y’z)_{ O(1/R) fora: <0 and R—>oo

. (11)
where R = ~,/sf + yi. _
By applying the second Green identity, the so-
lution of the above problem can be found in the
form: _

nay.-> = $1,,-/f,-.<o>o.<P.c)s
-1%-<-.(o)@.(1*=.o)=?I (12)

1-

where cr, is the source strength distributed on the
hull surface, G, is the three-dimensional Green
function of the Neumann-Kelvin problem, 5 is
the mean wetted hull‘ surface below the water-
line and c is the waterline contour, P(:::, y,z) is
the field point, and Q(:r, y, 2:) is the source point.
Furthermore, if the ship has a transom, vortex
analysis is also carried out for the steady wave
system ,
Once the potentialfunction has been solved, the
steady wave elevation can be calculated from:

) -_ _. Z.f9f(";:_:'* (13)'_ Cs($1y

The computer program developed in [4] has been
employed to compute the steady wave surface in
this work. .



The diffraction wave

As a ship encounters with the incident wave,
the wave will be diffracted by the ship hull. In
this paper, the work in [5] is further extended
to compute the diffracted wave elevation. The
three-dimensional panel method is employed in
the computation.
The diffracted wave potential is solved from the
following boundary value problem.

‘Z72¢5,,;(:::,y,z) = 0 in the fluid domain (14)

3

dds‘ 5¢'>a(=1'=. yr Z) _ --5% = ——F-H--—'— on s (16)

[a». - vi-,)*+g,iz-] an. as = 0 on Z = 0
<15)

and thelradiation condition at far field.
The solution of diffracted wave potential is ex-
pressed in terms of the three-dimensional Green
function: '

¢,e.y.z>=-,i,;fLa(c)G,<P.Q>ds (17)
where 0,; is the source strength distributed on
s, and Gd is the Green function in the unsteady
diffraction problem. P(a.:, y, 2:) is the field point,
and Q(a:, y, z) is the source point.

After solving qbd, the wave elevation around
the ship hull at time t will be calculated from:

__1__a¢‘d(w: 1/10:0, + _l{_<9¢a(='=== U: oft)
g i at g Elm '

~. (18)
Cd($: ya t) i-'

1-

‘I

The restoring moment i _

Once the steady and diffracted waves are coin-
puted, the wave elevation around the ship hull is
constructed as follows: ' '

- +

C($:§1t) = <.1(9-7: 1/) "l' (£037: 1/: t) "l‘ 4-€i($l U: t) (19)

The total pressureincluding the static and ‘dy-
namic componemts is: -

Fe. y. Z. :1 = -pg<z- 0 - .=%~ — §~1v<1>|'*‘ <20)

In the ship motion analysis, the righting moment
is the roll restoring moment which is caused by
the hydrostatic pressure related to the ship mo-
tion displacement and the water surface eleva-
tion. The dynamic pressure of the incident wave
field gives contribution to the Froude-Krylov
force, the dynamic pressure of the diffracted wave
produces the diffraction force, and the dynamic
pressure of the steady wave yields the steady
force. The isobaric surface can not be given ex-
plicitly in the deformed waves.
For an arbitrary ship motion, the hydrostatic
pressure at point ($1, y1, 21) is: . .

I1'.1($11.-1111?-mi) = -P9[€s — $1-'="'"(@2)
+y1$i"(@1)¢°$(82)
+z1cos(e1)cos(e2) —- §(s, y, t)] (21)

where '

s = §1+$1(cos(e;)cos(e3)
+y1(si'n(e1)sin(e;)cos(e3)
--cos(e1)sin(e3))
+21 (cos(e1) S?:1'L(€g)C08(63)
+s£n(e1)s£n(eg)) (22)

y = ./;'g+:c1cos(eg)sin(e3)
+y1(sin(e1)s£n(e2)s£n.(e3)
+cos(e1)cos(e3)) _

- +21(s£n(e1)s£n(e2)s£n(e3)
-sin(e1)cos(e3))

(23)

With the above transformation, the wave eleva-
tion corresponding to point (s1, yl, zl) can be cal-
culated in the osyz-system.
The nonlinear restoring moment about the centre
of gravity of the ship is calculated by integrating
the pressure distribution over the instantaneous
wetted ship hull beneath the wave surface:

Mr(t) = “V/_/;(t)Ps($1:y1:-zlit)

((91 -' U1g)fl-s -— (#1 -* z19)n2)d3 (24)
where s(t) is the instantaneous wetted surface,
($1gly1g;Z1g) is the center of gravity of the ship in



the ship-fixed coordinate system, and (n1, n.2, n3)
is the unit outward normal of the ship hull in
the ship-fixed coordinate system. Both the ship
motion displacements and wave elevation are in-
volved in computing the righting moment.

Results and Discussion

The body plan of a ship hull, taken from Ref.
[6], is shown in Fig. 2, and is used as the com-
putational example for illustration. We did not
include its bulwark in computation. The ship
length is L = 15"‘, beam B == 3"‘, draft T = 1.2”‘
and displacement A = 37.8i°“’, respectively.
The deformed wave amplitudes amidships are
calculated for different wave frequencies. The
computed results are compared with the experi-
mental data given in Ref.[6]. The deformed wave
amplitude amidships in beam seas is shown in
Fig. 3, where the amplitude is expressed in the
dimensionless form, which is defined as:

, _ _ar_nplitudge of deformed wave (25)
77 I amplitude of incident wave

The value of 17 being greater than one means
that the incident wave is augmented. It can be
seen that the wave elevation at the weather side
(W.S.)is higher than that at the lee side (L.S.).
The ship hull is like a breakwater and provides
a relative calm water area at the lee side. Since
the wave length decreasesas the frequency in-
creases, the wave motion is limited to a thin
layer of water close to the free surface in short
waves. Incident ‘waves will be almost completely
reflected at the weather side at high frequency.
Hence, at the lee side, smaller wave motion am-
plitudes are obtained at higher wave frequencies.
These phenomena can be observed in experimen-
tal measurements as well as in numerical compu-
tation. The computed deformed wave amplitudes
in oblique sea with ,6 = 120° are also shown in
Fig.4. The comparison between the computed
results and experimental data shows satisfactory
agreement.
Computations have been carried out for A/L =
1.0, e,-/A = 0.02, ,6 = 15 degrees and Fr, = 0.0, to

investigate the effects of incident and diffracted
waves on the righting moment. Note that the
incident wave amplitude is taken as e,- = 0.3"‘ in
all the computations in this paper.
The nondimensional x-coodinate of the incident
wave crest is defined as:

xcrost= ~i- 2s L r 6)
where :r,,,.,,,.,» is the x-coordinate of the incident
wave crest in the oscyz-system; 9 is the heeling
angle of the ship in degrees; and the nondimen-
sional righting moment is defined as: _

M-AB (27)
where B is the beam of the ship and A is the
weight of the ship.
In thefollowing figures, negtive righting moment
at a positive heel angle (the ship heels to the star-
board side) indicates that the righting moment
will pull the ship back to its stable equilibrium
position. This definition is the same as in the
ship motion analysis. _
Fig. 5 shows the righting moment in the inci-
dent waves (i.w.). The righting moment reaches
a maximum value when the wave trough is amid-
ships, and reaches the minimum value when the
wave crest is amidships. This indicates that the
wave location relative to the ship has a signifi-.
cant effect on the righting moment. The righting
moment in calm water is also presented for com-
parison.
The three-dimensional plot for the righting mo-
ment in incident waves is shown in Fig. 6. The
righting moment at various wave crest locations
can be found in this figure. The variation of the
righting moment as the wave crest travels from
stern to stem can be clearly observed. With the
energy balance analysis [7], this plot can provide
a deeper insight into the ship’s capability to avoid
capsizing in waves.
Fig. 7 shows the righting moment with both the
incident and diffracted waves (d.w.). At the wave
crest location £ = 0.4, the maximum righting
moment is about 15 % greater than that in the
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incident wave. The righting moment is no longer
an odd function of the heel angle.
The three-dimensional plot of righting moment
with incident and diffracted waves is given in Fig.
8. It can be seen that, unlike in Fig. 5 where
only the incident wave is considered, the righting
moments for the wave crest at stern and stem
are different. When the wave crest is at if = 0.4
the righting moment is greater than that for the
wave crest at the stem. -
The effect of the wave heading on the righting
moment is given in Fig. 9. All the wave condi-
tions, except the wave heading, are the same as
above and both the incident and diffracted waves
are considered. The ship hull used in the com-
putation is longitudinally symmetrical about the
midship, so that, in the incident wave, the right-
ing moment is an odd function of heel angle and
the stable equilibrium is at 9 = 0° if )6 75 90°.
However, when the diffracted wave is considered,
the righting moment curve shifts and the stable
equilibrium position is at a heel angle towards
the incoming wave instead of leaning away from
the incoming wave. This is different from the
righting moment in calm water and in incident
waves.
The effect of wave length is shown in Fig.10,
where two wave lengths A/L = 0.5 and A/L = 1.0
are chosen. At /\/L = 0.5, when the ship heels
to the port-side, the righting moment is greater
than that as the ship heels to the starboard side.
The righting moments in these two waves are
quite different. ii“
In order to investigate the steady wave (s.w.) ef-
fect, the steady wave field is computed at Froude
number F,, = 0.2. In Figs. 11 to 15, er/L = 0.02,
A/L = 1.0, and )5‘ = 15°. The righting moments
in calm water and in a steady waves are compared
and shown in Fig. 11. For this particular ship
at F,, = 0.2, the steady wave causes 8 % increase
in the righting moment. This effect depends on
the steady wave elevation and its crest location,
and therefore ship speed. Since the steady wave
is transversely symmetrical about the ship’s lon-
gitudinal centre plane, the righting moment in
steady wave is an odd function of the heel angle.

Fig. 12 shows the three-dimensional plot of the
righting moment with all three waves considered.
The results with all three waves at E = 0.4 and
with only the steady waves are shown in Fig. 13
for comparison. When the ship is advancing with
a constant speed, the maximum righting moment
in waves increases about 10 %.
In consideration of these three waves, the right-
ing moment is computed for the ship with and
without sinkage and trim (s.-]-t.). The sinl-rage
and trim used in the computation are -0.05 m
and -2.0 degrees, respectively. The ship's vol-
ume displacement increases for the given sinkage
and trim. Since the righting moment directly de-
pends on the displacements of ship motions (or
the ship position in space), the effects of sink-
age and trim will also indicate the effects of the
ship motions in waves. Therefore, the procedure
for righting moment computation can be directly
applied to the ship motion analysis and the dy-
namic stability studies. The three-dimensional
plot is given in Fig. 14 and comparison of re-
sults with and without sinkage and trim is shown
in Fig. 15. It can be seen that in the case of
sinkage= -0.05?“ and trim: —2.0‘i‘-i‘, the right-
ing-moment is increased.
From the above computational examples, we find
that the righting moment in waves is related to
many factors, such as the wave field, loading con-
ditions and ship motions. It is different from the
righting moment in calm water, where one right-
ing lever curve is used to represent the ship’s ca-
pability to avoid capsizing. In this paper, we only
present the computed righting moment for one
ship for two wave lengths and two wave headings
to illustrate the effects of diffracted wave, steady
wave and the sinkage and trim. However, more
computations and analyses are required in order
to evaluate the transverse stability of a ship with
the computational procedure given in this paper.

Conclusions

A procedure for computing the righting moment
of a ship in waves is illustrated in this paper. The
computation takes into account of the incident



wave amplitude, wave length, wave direction,
ship’s forward speed, ship motion displacements
in six-degrees-of-freedom."~T_h& effects of steady
and diffracted waves are also studied. Computed
results for a given ship are presented. However,
these effects can be different from one ship to
another. Therefore, in studying dynamic stabil-
ity and ship safety in waves, all effects should be
considered and carefully evaluated.
Some interesting phenomena have been revealed.
For instance, if the diffracted wave is consid-
ered, the stable equilibrium position heels to-
wards the incoming waves. The steady wave
changes the maximum righting moment depend-
ing on where the steady wave crest located. From
the computational example, it can be seen that
the diffracted wave has a stronger influence on
the righting moment than the steady wave, and
makes the righting moment quite different from
that in calm water or in incident waves.
The computational procedure can be directly ap-
plied to nonlinear ship motion analysis and dy-
namic stability studies. Further work is required
to evaluate the ship’s capability to avoid capsiz-
ing based on the time-varying righting moment
as computed in this paper.
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Victor G. Sizov
Yuri L. Vorobyov

THE CORRELATION OF SHIP HULL FOR}-I AND HER STATIC STABILITY
DIAGRAM.

The correlation between the ship hull form and her static
stability diagram (SD) is theoretically investigated. The
value of metacentric height (MH), named "critical", at which
SD changes from "hard" to "soft" type, is obtained. Three
special ship hull forms are investigated (body of revolution,
body whith vertical side walls and parallelepiped-form body),
and exact formulae are gained. The approximate formulae to
calculate "critical" MH for real hull forms are given. The
inverse problem is investigated; how to determine appropriate
hull form for a given SD. Two special hull forms, that provide
exact solutions, are studied, and the solution for biesimilar
ship hull form is discussed in details.

Nomenclature.

- beam of a vessel;
— dynamic stability arm;
- generalised metacentric height (MH);
— limiting value of MH;
— initial NH;
- waterline central moment of inertia for equivolumed

inclinations;
I-IU'i3'I3'D-1031NO!-'

U2

H
l =-if — static stability arm (restoring moment arm);

Y
Mr — restoring moment,
r — metacentric radius;
rl — metacentric radius in the limiting case;

- initial metacentric radius;
- area of waterline;
— draft of a vessel; '

— elevation of the center of gravity over the moulded base;
- sea water specific weight;
- displacement of a ship;

=p(0) — equation of horizontal cylinder hull form in polar co-
rdinates;

— angle of inclination;
~ angle, which corresponds to zero restoring arm l(0S)=0.¢>¢>oT>I>-smissusMeo

1. INTRODUCTION.

The thorough study of the vessel's seaworthiness in
connection with the navigational safety demonstrates deep
correlation of her SD type and the behaviour of the vessel in
confused seas. There are "soft" and "hard" types of SD. SD is
of a "soft" type when the restoring moment increases with the
angle of inclination slower, than it comes from the
metacentric formula. In this case the curve M,-_-(0) runs below
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the tangent to this curve in the origin. If the curve 013(0)
near the origin is arranged above the tangent mentioned, and
the restoring moment increases with the angle of inclination
quicker than linearly, in that case SD is of a "hard" type
(Fig.1). The. type= of SD coincides "with the characteristic
properties of the behaviour of ships in waves. The
amplitude-frequency curve (AF curve) has one frequency
interval of unstable roll mode if SD is of a "soft" type. when
SD is of a "hard" type, two such intervals may exist. Both
ship hull form and NH value determine SD type. There are hull
forms with the "soft" type of SD under all possible values of
MH. one of such forms is the body of revolution. But for
typical vessels the type of SD may be changed with variation
of he value. The value of he corresponding to the change in SD
type is called the limiting value hl. The evaluation of hl for
different hull forms is described in the following paragraph.

2. THE EVALUATION OF 1'11.

Let us expanse 1(0) as an odd function in terms of 0:

63 65

{(49):I"(6)+l"’(6,Iw+l”(£?)F+.. (1)

From fig.2 it comes, that for any value of 0:

r(6)=h£(6I)+a+d(6), o=ro~—h0 (2)

On differentiating of (2) twice with respect to 0 and
taking into consideration, that

d~(0)=1*re)=h.(e) <3)
it comes:

1’(9)=1"(9)-h;(9)=h,(9) (4)

Repeating the differentiation two times, one gets

l”(9}=»""(<9)-h,(19) (5)

?"(9)=1'“'(9)+h,(9)- (6)

From (1),(4),(5),(6) the series for 1(0) comes in a form‘

631(6) = hod + (.r” + —h,,)-5-; + (1-I" ~— r” + ho)-5% +.. (7)

According to (7), the type of SD depends on the sign of
the difference flf—h@k
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if r,;'>h,,, SD is of a "hard" type, and if r;"<:h_,_,, SD is of a
"soft" type. So for the limiting value of MH such an equality
follows:

hlzrol

From the hull symmetry one gets r,j=0, and for the
metacentric radius , which corresponds to the limiting
situation in accordance to (8), the approximate formula may be
taken in a form: I

r,(d)=r,_+5h,6I2. (9)

This is the equation of the limiting parabola for the
function r(0). So if the initial part of the curve, r(0),
calculated "using the theoretical hull lines, is above the
parabola (9), real SD is of a "hard" type; in the opposite
situation it is of a "soft" type (fig.3).

An approximate formula for hl comes from (9) in the case
the initial part of the curve r(6)(6I 515°) is known

2
Ih=*§r[1'(9)-1'...]- (10)

3. CALCULATIONS FOR THREE SPECIAL HULL FORMS.

Let us investigate special hull forms, first being the
hull with circular frames (body of revolution). In this case
r(6I)sr,, r"'(t9)=0 and for any h,,>0 r“'—h_,<-:0 and SD is of a
"soft" type. It is obvious, as soon as for a body of
revolution SD is a sine function.

For a ship hull with vertical side walls
_ r,, H _ 1+3.sPin26I ”__

M0)_;;§§,r(dL~%g am,6 ,rg-3%. (11)

From (S) and (11) one has

h, =3r,,. (12)

So, SD is of a "soft" type, if ho > 3r@, that practically
cannot be realized for ordinary vessels. That is why for all
vessels with vertical side walls SD is of a "hard" type. For
the rectangular pontoon (parallelepiped) SD type depends on
the value of Zg. As soon as in this case

B2 B2 1 B2
~ r,,=-5?, h,=3r,,=-Z7: and h,,=-§'T+-j§?,*-—-Z3,

SD will be of a "soft" type, if

Z 1 1 B’'f""§"'5*w- I13’
The boundary curve, dividing the zones of different SD

types, is given on fig 4.
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4. THE POSITION OF SIGNIFICANT SD POINTS.

The formula (2) for r(q) is useful for control of SD
drawing and its significant points position. The curve
h(6')=r(I9)—o—d(6') has to be drawn together with SD using the
same coordinate system. The extrema and zeros of h(19) curve
locate the points of inflection and extrema of 1(6) curve. Both
1(6) and h((9) curves are given on fig.5 for an ordinary bulk
carrier.

The control mentioned is specifically desirable for SD
with unusual form. Such an example is given on fig.6.

The trawler "Narfi" [1] from Iceland with the forecastle and
the poop (A = 1440t, ht, = 0,69m) has SD with two maxima and
one minimum. Evidently that 12(6) -- curve helps to check the
location of extrema and points of inflection in between.

5. THE INVERSE PROBLEM. SAMPLES.

Before formulating the inverse problem, it is essential
to mention, that for the given value of a (2) two functions:
r((9) and [(6') are synonymous and determined either by (2), or
by Volterra type convolution integral equation:

Ir(g0)c0s(t9—g0)dga=l(¢9)+o-sind (14)
0

I
In particular, if 1119) is taken in a form: r(6I)=r,,+~E-h,,(92,

for some range of the static stability arm 1(6) in this
range is expressed by linear function l(6)=h,,6, and SD is a
straight line. If SD is taken in a form of quadratic parabola:

62 ..

1r@)=h.(@~~—é~). <1s>
the function rfl6)r(q) is the cubic parabola

It is obvious, that the function r16) can be realized by
innumerabhe set of hull forms. So, the additional conditions
are to be formulated to determine the unique hull form, which
corresponds to a given function r(6I).

In the case the horizontal cylinder is floating with his
axe of symmetry in still water plane, the equivolumed
waterlines are running along the mentioned axe being the axe
of inclination simultaneously. The cross-section equation in
polar coordinates is p==p(8), the waterline width is Zpn.

For the case of unit hull length
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V
I(6’)=-5-p3(6I) A=EIfp2(I9)d19, r(6I)=-i~I(6). (17)

Let us for example find the cylinder hull form with
linear SD (fig.7), which corresponds to the function r(6I),
given by formula (9).

For 1(6) it comes:

. 2 A-h
I=I0(1+k92). I0='§'Pd k='""'2“1'-'5'. (13)

2,0,, being the initial waterline width.

The hull form is described by the following equation:

p(6')=p,,3\I1+k62. (1.9)
h

The value of k depends on relative metacentric height j%, and
for its evalution such an equation comes:

"/
1-'1=P§ I2(1+k92)%d6’=P5?1'(k) (20)

0

The binominal integral I(k) cannot be expressed using
elementary functions. For metacentric height it is easy fo
find

he M3“ I?

The graph of g0(k) is given on fig.8, and the cylindrical hull
forms with linear SD are given on fig.9 for different values

h
of]? .

- 6. THE INVERSE PROBLEM FOR BISIMILAR HULL FORMS.

Let us consider the problem of the determination of
three-dimensional hull form for a given SD.

To simplify the problem, we take a ship hull of bisimilar
form (according to classification of prof.Mark G. Krein [2]):

y=if(r)-w(z)- (22)
In this case all frames are similar, as well as waterlines.
Moreover, the waterlines are taken symmetrical, i.e. f(x) is
an even function of x. The over—surface part of the middle
frame is given, while its under—water part must be determined.
If SD is given, !,__(6’) becomes a known function. This function
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cannot be taken as desired, as soon as it is related with
displacement and freeboard of a vessel. Moreover, the limiting
angle of inclination, to which the function !_,(19) may be
specified, cannot be taken arbitrarily. This angle is equal to
the angle of inclination of the equivolumed waterline, that
passes the keel line, otherwise the problem is either
indefinite, or inconsistent. If , is the volume of the over-
surface part of the hull (reserve of buoyancy), the limiting

- _.,_ , _ more
angle is equal to 909. If Lid, the angle mentioned ZLS 7:5;
than 909.

Let us take the Cartesian coordinate system Oxyz
with its origin O on the free surface, waterline axis Ox
pointed fore, axis Oy - to the starboard, and axis‘ Oz -
vertically upward. The positive heel angle‘ corresponds to the
inclination to the starboard. The over—surface part of the
middle hull section (MHS) is decribed by the given equation:
y_,=q0,(z,). If the unknown equation of the under-water part of
HHS is taken in the form: y_-,=§9;,(Z,z). the problem of evaluating
of the hull form, that corresponds to the given SD, may be
formulated in the following way. It is necessary to find the
function Q2, related by the equalities:

72 =f(x)'¢z(-’-'z)- (33)

Z2 =Z;"(.V.2 +J*';)589 (34)

This function has to satisfy the following equation:

L L

3-I2( -"'+ ~")a¢- ZI? + )a=-1(0)¢0.-30 <25)3 0 J’: }’2 J’; 0 J’: Y2 '" .~. -

The coordinates flypzf) of the axis of inclination may be found
from the formulae

0 0
yf=I-p(6)cosddf9 z,=_Ip(6)sz'.u6Id9. (26)

0 0 _

The differential metacentric radius p(t9) and the area of
waterline S are given by the equalities:

L4 /
9(9)='§f${.I2[J’fi3(V+l9)+y§t§(/1-I9)]d‘¢“

0

-V
-~y,» I2{y.fg(v+6)-y212(u~6)]dr— (2?)

1 Q?
—"§J',» 0 ffgfv +9) +1'g(/1 — 9)]dr}-
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V2
5=;_§'I:()’;+y2)¢i¥. (28)

d¢’:(Z1) _ difzfzz)tgv- dz! , tgp - dzz (29)

The iterative method of the approximates determination of the
under-water part of HHS form was worked out for a simplified
hull with f(X')=(l'*'X2). The calculations are conducted step-
wise for fixed values of heel angle (for example, within 10°).
The frames inside the interval of the heel angle changes are
approximated by straight-line segments. The angles of
inclination to the horizontal plane of the segments mentioned
are changed to satisfy all identities and conditions of the
problem. It is an external cycle of iteration. Inside every
iteration the step-by-—step approach method is used for
evaluating the equivolumed waterline position for the fixed
angle of inclination. The program is worked out, based on the
given formulae to realize the computations in accordance with
the procedure mentioned. Special calculations, performed to
run a check on the solution, showed good correlation between
the given hull form and the calculated hull form, which is
approximated by straight-line segments.'

CONCLUS ION

The theoretical statements, discussed in the paper, give the
possibility to go deeper into understanding of the
communication between the hull form and the ship stability
characteristics. These statements may be used both in studying
the ship dynamics theory and for the practical estimating of
the stability characteristics of the ships, especially those
of the non—standard forms.
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On the Statistical Properties of the Metacentric Height of Ships in Following Seas

Mikael Palrnqulst
Div. of Naval Architecture
KTH, Royal Institute of Technology
S-I00 44 Stockholm, Sweden

Abstract

Systematic numerical computations of the metacentric height GM in regular waves are
presented in terms of mean values and amplitudes of the first harmonic variation. Significantly
larger variations are found for two hull forms of FloRo-type than for a more traditional hull
form. Timedomain simulations are then used to compute GM-spectra's and statistics in
irregular seas. These simulations show that the random process of GM is non-linear,
exhibiting a low frequency process. This slowly varying part of GM reduces the absolute
values of large minimum peak values, producing skewed distributions.
Application of linear response theory for prediction of the process at wave encounter
frequencies shows good agreement with simulations. Further, an approximate non-linear
method, in which the slowly varying process is considered a function of the envelope ol the
linear variation, is evaluated. Statistical distributions obtained by the proposed method shows
qualitatively fair agreement with distributions obtained from simulations.

INTFIODUOTION

Because of the random nature of the sea, the behaviour of ships at sea ls also essentially
random. Concerning linear wave induced motions and loads, probabilistic methods are well
established and in practical use. However, when dealing with non-linear mechanisms, the
probabilistic approach ls not as straightforward as in the linear case, although still attractive.
The dynamic stability of ships in waves is generally such a non-linear problem.

In the research field of ships dynamic stability, quite some efforts has been devoted to the
development of improved intact stability crlteria‘s, many cl those from a probabilistic point of
view. This research avenue has in recent years been strengthened by the progress of
probabilistic methods concerning safety in many other areas, for instance reliability based
structural design and risk analysis in offshore technology.

With the possibility of probabilistic stability criteria‘s in mind, this paper deals with the
metacentric height GM of ships in irregular seas as a random process in time. This is
motivated since GM fluctuations in waves is considered to be Important for the onset of pure
loss of stability and parametrically excited roll in following waves. It is strongly acknowledged
that the metacentric height can not alone be used to describe large rolling amplitudes leading
to damages or capsize, because of the non-linear nature of the restoring moment at large
angles. However, it is believed that it can be used as a ground for describing the



occurrence of possible dangerous situations, or in the probabilistic sense, the probability of
encountering potentially dangerous situations. The basic idea of identifying dangerous
conditions without concern to the actual non-linear motions has for instance been discussed
by Bishop et. al. /1/.

GM fluctuations in regular following waves, and means of predicting these fluctuations, has for
a long time been subject to much interest, /2, 3/ amongst many others. However, there seems
to be a lack of a solid foundation for determining the practical implications of these
fluctuations, since their importance are highly dependant on the combination of ship size,
speed range and operating areas etc. Therefore it seems appropriate to investigate the
possibilities of establishing a probabilistic approach to GM(t) in random seas, which could
provide a reference frame for at least qualitative, but hopefully also quantitative, risk
assessment. _

in /4/, Dunwoody presented a linear derivation relating the energy spectrum of GM(t) to the
wave energy spectrum. This technique was then used by the same author in /5!, in which an
idealised model was used to study the parametrically excited roll response to such GM
fluctuations in terms of GM spectra's. GM(t) was assumed to be a stationary, ergodic,
Gaussian process.
Another approach to GM fluctuations in irregular seas is the "effective wave" concept,
introduced by Grim /6! in the early 1960s. This approach has then been applied and further
developed by others, for instance by Helas /7! and_Umeda et. al. /11/. its basic concept is that
the instantaneous wave profile along a ship travelling in following waves may be replaced by a
regular wave with wave length equal to the ship length. The amplitude of the effective wave is
determined in a least square sense, which is assumed to minimise the righting arms
fluctuations between the irregular wave and the regular one. This concept may to some extent
be regarded as probabilistic since the effective wave heights becomes Rayleigh distributed,
hence effective wave heights may easily be determined for certain probabilities of excess.
Because of the nature of this approach, it has been applied to the pure loss of stability
problem. However, this approach does not deal with the random process of righting arms in
itself.

Since complete time-domain simulations, for making statistical evaluations of the GM process,
is costly in computer time, it is today not a practical tool for these purposes. it therefore seems
appropriate to develop simplified methods in this respect, which constitutes a part of this
study. .

in the light of investigating GM(t) as a random process, the main objectives of this paper are:

- To show that GM(t) is a non-linear, and therefore, nonGaussian process, which may be
idealised as the sum of a linear Gaussian process and a slowly varying non-linear process.

- To investigate the influence of non-iinearities on the statistical properties of GM.
- To show that the linear part of GM(t), expressed in terms
of spectral density, may be determined by the linear response theory.
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The modern hull forms A and C are, with their large B/T ratio and flare, representative for the
hull forms of FloFio ships. The conventional _hu_ll form‘ D should not be regarded _as a ship
found in practice, because of the large Bil" ratio in relation to it's hull form. Gtill, it is interesting
in comparing the importance of actual hull shapes at constant main dimensions.

GM FLUCTUATIONS IN REGULAR WAVES

For the three different hull forms, GM fluctuations has been computed in regular waves with
amplitudes ranging from 9-3 in
to 6.0 m, and for wave frequencies from 0.1 rad/s and 1.15 rad/s. in each regular wave, GM
was computed in 19 equally spaced phase steps over a wave passage. Assuming that the
GM fluctuation as function of the wave phase a in a regular wave may be expressed as a

ie ' :rsenes _ _
GM(o:) = GM“, + AC-?Mm + Z{An cos(nor) + B“ sin(n0r)} (3)

n==I

and that it is a fair approximation to neglect orders of
n22. Then we can write:

aura) = stag, + asivm + GM1 c:os(0: -- pi
Where GM1 = "iJ.A.lz_“]"' B12 I

B1 r
_u = arctan --

A1

in figure 2, the change in mean GM,&fi4uand the amplitude H
of the first harmonic GM variation, GM1, are shown as
functions of wave amplitude and dimensionless wave length FL/LP?

, for the three hull forms investigated.
As expected, the modern hull forms A and C shows significantly larger GM variations than the
conventional hull form D. This agrees with the general opinion that modern hull forms, like A
and O, are more sensitive to the influence of wave profile on righting levers, and that
maximum fluctuations occurs in wave lengths close to the ship length. Concerning the
changes in mean GM, relatively small differences are found between the three hull forms. The
magnitude of these changes compared to GM1 are not generally negligible at wave lengths of
interest.

The GM1 obtained by Fourier analysis will include contributions from higher

odd orders of the non—linear system. This is shown by the deviations from
11n@ar1tY f0f Gfii 35 a function of wave amplitude. Nevertheless, the GM

variation of 1st order in wave amplitude is predominate.
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- To investigate whether the slowly varying GM process, and hence the entire non-linear
process, may be approximately estimated from the GM response in regular waves using a
narrow band approach.

MAJOR ASSUMPTIONS OF GM CALCULATIONS

The computations of GM fluctuations in this paper are based on the widely used quasi-static
approach where the only external forces on the hull are the Froude-Kryiov forces. The
implication of the quasi static approach, i.e. neglecting vertical radiation and diffraction forces,
is in practice an assumption of low frequencies of encounter. This applies to encounter
frequencies reasonably far below the natural frequencies of heave and pitch. The quasi-static
assumption does not necessarily mean a pure Froude-Kryiov assumption. it is known that
forward speed radiation has some influence on the righting arms variations, /8, 9/, which may
to some extent be taken into account in quasistatic calculations if the ship's own wave system
is known. This effect has been reported to influence the results both as an increase or
decrease of stability depending on the speed. However, the magnitude of this change is not
generally large, so that it seems reasonable to neglect this effect with respect to the
considerable complexities this would introduce.
The calculations of GM in waves in this work are performed by integrating the undisturbed
incident wave pressure field over the momentarily submerged hull surface S. The Froude-
K_iYi9.§-Lf.°£Q?.$.§[1Q..m9.U1@i'.i5_a.r§. °.i?1aii?e‘.d fi.9l".".‘.UlQ Q[%?H[.$_.iEi€9.[§i!9P$1.-.. ........
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where p is the undisturbed wave pressure field
including Smith's effect

5 is the unit vector normal to the surface element dS
E is the vector from the center of gravity to dS
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Computer code for this purpose has been developed and is
also part of a more general time-domain simulation program for ship motions and
manoeuvring, described in /13/. At each time step the pressure integration is repeated to find
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in the present study, only the case of longitudinal waves
has been considered, which is motivated by the conceptual nature of this work. it is, however
recognised that quartering seas, where roll exciting wave forces are present, has shown to be
more dangerous in many cases. Therefore, one should point out that the approach of this
paper is not limited to longitudinal seas. For relative wave directions less than some 20
degrees, the GM fluctuations in regular waves can be obtained from those in longitudinal
waves by using the projected wave length, see Hua and Rutgersson /14/.

An advantage of the quasi-static, Froude-Krylov assumption is that the statistical properties of
GM becomes timeinvariant, which follows from considering wave elevation as a stationary and
homogeneous process. Hence the statistical properties of GM are the same if it is based on
GM-samples __
at randomly selected locations or at a fixed location, asymptotically with The number of
samples of course. This justifies computing GM(t) in irregular waves at zero speed, the
statistical properties remain the same at any speed, although the accuracy of GM(t) may
decrease as the encounter frequency increases.
As a summary, this work makes the following basic assumptions:

- For ships travelling in following waves, continuous quasistatic equilibrium is assumed.

~ The pressure distribution in the incident waves is not disturbed by the presence of the ship.
The pressure due to water particle orbital motion (Smith's effect) is included in the pressure
field.

INVESTIGATED HULL FORMS

Three different hull forms with large B/T-ratio are investigated in this study, figure 1.. These
hull forms has earlier been subject to stability investigations by Huss /10! (in which a hull form
B was also used, explaining the alphabetic inconsistency). Hull A and C represents modern
hull forms with pronounced flare. A has a conventional after body, while C has a wide transom
stern. D is a traditional hull form with very little flare, and has been obtained by stretching and
$°ali'“9a$@..ii@$ ‘5.Q.!Il9§€i.= , 1 la_. . - t ll...
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Figure 1. Investigated hull forms and main dimensions.
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GM AS A RANDOM PROCESS IN IRREGULAR SEAS

For a ship at sea, the metacentric height will constitute a random process in time. Since GM(t)
is considered an important factor for the onset of pure loss of stability and parametvcaliy
excited roll inifoliowing waves, one would wish to be able to describe this process in statistical
terms.

Considering the results of GM fluctuations in regular waves, with significant changes in mean
GM, one basically expect GM(t) in irregular seas to be a non-linear process and hence have a
non-Gaussian nature. This is confirmed by time-domain simulations based on the quasi-static
approach earlier mentioned. in figure 3, histograms of AiGM(t) for the three hull forms clearly
shows how the distributions are skewed. These histograms are based on simulations of
approximately 2 hours in real time, divided into shorter sequences (126 s), each with new
random wave component phases, to avoid repetition of the wave form. The higher sensitivity
of modern hull forms to the wave profile with respect to GM fluctuations is also apparent in the
histograms _of figure 3.
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The characteristics of the random process @1GM(t) for hull O In terms of lt‘s moments of
distributions is shown in table 1. While the mean and variance are dimensional Cl[L18.fil1tl9S, the
3rd and 4th moments, that is the skewness and kurtosis, are defined in such a way as_ to
make them non-dimensional. The skewness and kurtosis are pure numbers _wh_rch
characterises only the shapes of the distributions in relation to the gaussian drstnbutron
(skewness and kurtosis equal to 0). Positive skewness means a tail extending out towards
more positive x-values, and positive kurtosis means a more peaked distribution. The results of
table 1 are, due to computer time, based on shorter simulations than those of fiQUf9 3,
approximately 40 minutes in real time.
The difference in mean GM follows in general the characteristics from regular waves, that is
an increase with wave height and decrease with wave period, for small wave heights the
difference in mean may be slightly negative. The skewness of the distributions is, with the
exception of the case Hs=2 m and Tm=16 s, positive, while the kurtosis, with the same
exception, is negative. -
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Table 1. Moments ofA.GM(t) distributions for hull form C from simulations at different Hs and
Tm of the ISSC wave spectra. '

The deviations of the simulated A-.GM distributions from Gaussian distributions are mainly due
to the presence of a low frequency component, which, In a quasi-harmonic sense, can be
regarded as a slowly varying average related to the change in mean GM in regular waves. In
the power spectra's of GM(t) the slowly varying component is represented by isolated energy
at frequencies below wave frequencies, although the power spectrum can not convey the non_-
Gaussian properties of the signal. Flgure 4 shows an example of a GM time series, and it's
decomposition Into two separate signals. The decomposition has been performed by filtering
GM(t) In the frequency domain, with a cut-off frequency corresponding to the frequency
dividing the low frequency energy from the encounter frequency energy (approx. 0.25 rad/s In
fig. 4).
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Figure 4. Example of a time series of GM(t) and it's filtered components (hull C, Hs=6 m,
Tm=12 s).

In the following, it will be assumed that the GM(t) process
linear encounter frequenc

can be regarded as a sum of a
y process and a slowly varying process, the hlgh-pass and lowpass

filtered signals in figure 4 respectively. -

ESTIMATION OF THE ENCOUNTER FREQUENCY PART OF GM(t) J

Although the energy of GM(t) at encounter frequencies includes contributions from higher
orders, this process will here be regarded as a linear, zero mean, Gaussian process GMlin(t).
For a linear system with Gaussian input in spectral representation, the output speotr
directly related to the input by a transfer function des ‘bi
function of frequenc

um is
on ng the linear input/output relation as

y. Considering GMlin(t) to be the output from a line '
density is determined by:

ar system, rt‘s spectral

s.,..te> = |r,..<e>|’s.ta>>
where f,_,,,(co) is the transf

(5)
er function of GM“n(t)

S,_,(co) is the wave energy spectrum

The "exactly" linear transfer function fGM can easily be
determined from the results in re ulag r waves, from the GM
variation at small wave amplitudes;

fGH(w) = (‘dGM1(gco, a)')
da a (6)

=0

r
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From the results in regular waves it is observed that the
1st harmonic variation GM1 is weakly non-linear with respect to wave amplitude. In order to
account for the non-linear effects, an ad. hoc. approach has also been applied for the
calculations of f’ in which f‘¢';vt-r has been obtained by a "linearization" of GM1(w,a). In this
approach the Rgieigh p.d.f. of wave amplitudes of the actual sea state has been used as a
weighting function, giving: L
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fcrr(-03) =' IGM1(w;3)'I% e(_-a2/Ra)da

4,. -. _..-|-1

-0

where Ra is the Rayleigh parameter of the wave
amplitude distribution. _" _

. .. .. -p . -1

In figure 5, GM spectra's obtained by transfer functions _ _ _
calculated from equation (6) and (7) are compared to the-corresponding‘ spectras obtained by
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Figure 5. GM spectra's for the three hull forms.
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For hull C, comparisons of the 0th spectral moment;

in, = _[$,,,,(o0)daJ rs)
0.1

for different significant wave heights and mean periods are
made in table 2. The low frequency "bulge" was excluded in
tfimanm evaluations for the simulation spectra's. Good
agreement is found, especially bearing in mind that the
square root: of mg, equals the standard deviation of GM1_i,,(t).
Higher spectral moments has also been found in good
agreement between simulations and predictions. As seen in
table 2, predicted spectra's based on weighted transfer
functions are in all the cases closer to the simulated
spectra's than the "exactly" linear ones. However, since
this weighting technique has a rather weak theoretical
foundation, it has not been pursued in the following
investigations of this paper.

Spectrdl cred mo of GM|,n(t) '
1 Hgll (simulated /0 predicted n!if.h.-.W_eightedtttrf/ispredicted withlinear trf),

as
-_ _ 2 6 /0

l rt -0120 r0.102 /0078 '_ 0.7231 0.as_0/0.2% t..<:eor_1.rr0/t.<2<a2 -
I; 0]-Z D1057 / 0.072 / Q.Q5,7 $0.651 I O,.652_,/ (1.513, {L469/ 1.425
I M - .4 Y1- 0-34¢ 0.31 .24? 0., -- 0-

Table 2. Comparison of mo, simulation versus predictions
for different sea states (ISSC wave spectra).

__+ _, ,. _—

THE SLOWLY VARYING PART OF GM(t)

The slowly varying part of GM(t) is an effect due to even orders of the system in which the
wave elevation nfinis the input and GM(t) the output. Under multi-tone Input as in Irregular
waves, this is furt er complicated by the introduction of sum frequency terms. Low frequency
energy is a general feature of non-linear systems, and analogies can be made between thrs
problem and ,for example, drift forces and added resistance. However, the reasons for
studying these low frequency processes may differ. Concerning drift forces on a offshore
platform for Instance, the reason may be to avoid or predict resonant conditions at low
frequencies, when the natural frequency can coincide with frequencies of such slowly varylng
forces. But, in the present case, we have no detailed interest in the slow process in itself.
What is wanted is a way to describe it's influence on the entire process GM(t). Therefore, an
approximate approach is motivated.
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In regular, harmonic waves, both the change in mean GM and the amplitude of the 1st
harmonic variation are functions of wave amplitude egg frequency. By combining those
functions one can establish relationships between A QM‘ and GM1 which are frequency
dependant. By fitting a polynomial to the numerical relationship,AE'I'lican be expressed as: (GI)

A2-;T£'m(wr GM1(U-7)) = C1(Ct))G'M1(CtJ)+ C2((tJ)GM1(C0)2+...+C((r))GM(w)nrt 1

where c1,c2,..,cn are frequency dependant
polynomial coefficients.

Provided that}lf'f'Jis sufficiently narrow banded in
character, so that all the wave energy Is concentrated close to the peak frequency ‘Mp, the
linear GM variation GMlin(t) will also be narrow banded. The 1st harmonic GM variation GM1
In regular waves will then, in narrow banded irregular waves, be slowly varying with time
described by the envelope function of GMIin(t). The envelope function of GMlin(t) is defined
as‘ _

pare = re,,,rt>iii, a,,,,<,i>r (,0)
where GM,_,n(t) is the Hilbert transform, see for instance
/15/, of GM,__,n(t).

So, for sufficiently narrow banded seas, the slowly varying GM process is obtained by
combining equation (9) and (10):

r-taunt) = c1(a)P)pGH(t,)+ ¢rrep)Pa(t)’+~--+¢,re,)2,.,(t)" (ll)
This expression can in fact be regarded as an asymptotic
relation as the bandwidth of the wave elevation process approaches zero.
Narrow band assumptions are widely used In many areas, often leading to reasonable results.
In practice, the meaning of "sufficiently narrow banded" is of course not a strict statement.
Usually the bandwidth of a process is discussed in the time scale, that is in frequency or
period. But, for the present case, the physical problem is mainly ageometrical one, and
should therefore be related to space (wave length) rather than time. Unfortunately, because of
the quadratic relationship between wave frequency and wave length, the bandwidth with
respect to wave length is larger than with respect to frequency. In defending narrow band
assumptions, one may for practical reasons argue that severe seas have been observed to
have considerable smaller bandwidth than standard two-parameter wave spectra's.
The validity of the present approach to estimate the slowly varying process can be
qualitatively indicated by comparing ,&,.GMs(t) against /1>@M(t) from simulations to the
polynomial function of equation (11). Figure 6 shows two such plots for an I880 wave spectra
with Hs=6 m and Tm=12 s (left plot) and a narrow banded (right plot), 3 wave components,
wave spectra with Hs=6 m and the same modal frequency as the used ISSO spectra (a-0.37
rad/s). The plots consists of 2520 samples. As expected, the correlation is more clear in the
extremely narrow banded case. Here, the polynomial agrees quite well with the sampled
points, which are more concentrated although some outlier points are present. The reason for
those outlier points is not clear. For the ISSC wave spectra case, the higher order polynomial
correlation does not seem motivated. However, linear fits fails to predict the correlation at
small significant wave heights, where ;i_'GMs(t) ls concentrated in the slightly negative region.
A solution could be to use linear fits weighted by a suitable function with respect to wave
heights.

I’



For real wave spectra's it is not obvious which frequency to choose for computing the
polynomial coefficients of equation (11). The first reason for this is the asymmetry of real wave
spectra‘s, and secondly that those spectra's are wide enough for admitting changes of the
characteristic frequencies between the waves and the response. For Instance, depending on
the transfer function the response may be located at frequencies corresponding to the tall of
the wave spectra. This complicates the practical applications of a narrow band approach. In
this study the
modal frequency of 8,9“ has been chosen for estimations of the polynomial correlation
between g1~,'GMs(t) and f—’,;,.,,,., (t) .
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Figure 6. Plots of AC-;Ms(t) versus Q-.;(t) from

simulations. The solid line is the polynomial function
(5th degree), see equation (6), estimated from the
results in regular waves.

PFIEDICTION OF GM(t) AND |T‘S STATISTICAL PROPERTIES '

If the linear GM variation GMlin in spectral representation, S-€1M(w), can be estimated by the
use of linear response theory, . and if the slowly varying process £_t_GMs(t) can be
approximated as a function of the envelope of GMlin , then the entire non-linear process
_A(.GM(t) can be approximately expressed as:

(12)
zit.-';rv(r;) = eMm(c) + Ac-n~r,(t) =
== Am - cos(-—ro,r: + k,x(t) + cl) + f(p,,,,(t))

where 61 are uniformly distributed random phases in the

interval {0, .2n}.



Hence, any statistical properties of A'GM(t) can be _ _
numerically estimated by means of direct simulation of equation (12). The computer time for
this analysis, compared to that of complete simulations involving iterative pressure
integrations over the submerged hull at each time step, is small. _

For the estimation of the probability density function of minimum GM in relation to GM in still
water,L‘;;GMmin, an even more effective Monte-Carlo simulation procedure can be used.
Since the envelope function of a process coincides with peak values of that process, an
estimate for the p.d.f. of£lGMmin can be computed through randomly generated peak values
following the peak value distribution. For a peak value Gm ,__,,,,_J

of the linear GM process, the minimum, non-linear, GM
becomes:

rfilnj lflj Jr

(13)
where f is the function of equation (ll).

The linear GM process is assumed to be a Gaussian, nafrow
banded, process, from which it follows that it‘s peak values can be considered Rayleigh
distributed. By rewriting the Rayleigh cumulative probability function in closed form, a large
number of Rayleigh distributed samples, can easily be generated from uniformly random
probabilities. GM LN)

Monte-Carlo simulations according to equation (12) and (13) has been made for comparison
with results from complete
time-domain simulations at Hs=6 m and Tm=12 s. Figure 7 shows histograms of at-.GM and
A;GMmin for the three hull forms. For the AiGMmin histograms, the Rayleigh p.d.f. of the
linear variation has been added to show the influence of the slowly varying process. The
predicted statistics of £GM is generally in good agreement while the minimum peak
distributions are not very well predicted, although the tail behaviour of the predicted A.GMmiri
distributions is between those from the simulation and Rayleigh distributions. This means that
the predictions are conservative. In figure 7, the same kind of comparisons are made for hull
C at two different sea states. Here, the predictions are in better agreement and it is seen that
the prediction method Is able to account for the non-conservatism in neglecting the slow
variation at small wave heights. Generally speaking, the present approach to account for the
influence of the slow variation in the statistical properties are qualitatively satisfactory.

Some problems of applying narrow band assumptions in practice has earlier been discussed
in this paper. As then mentioned, the modal frequency of the GM response has been used for
estimating the slowly varying process. Computations has shown that better agreement for the
predicted distributions, especially in the tail of the]A'GMmin p.d.f., are obtained by choosing a
somewhat higher frequency for this polynomia correlation. It seems however difficult to
motivate this on a theoretical basis, but the author believes that the accuracy of the proposed
approach can be
improved in this way. This must of course be verified by systematic numerical calculations or,
if possible, analytically.



- * ' i I1 I t‘ n of the slowl varying part, which has not been
Qppalicehdn£UtIE3iii0it:;gWI:tIgnuEe ivgigftgfil Iaiiigar correlation instead of higher order polynomials.
For linear correlation, equation (13) becomes:

Acuminj = c”';‘M_,ynJ(k - 1)
(14)

where k is a linear coefficient.

1-3'

Since GMHH are considered Rayleigh distributed with a

Rayleigh parameter R, one can easily show that AGMhp,is‘also
Rayleigh distributed, and with a Rayleigh parameter:

R’=(k—l)2R, kr/=0

Hence, this would provide a simple way of predicting the
minimum GM p.d.f. with consideration to the slowly varying
process, eliminating the need for Monte—Carlo simulations.
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DISCUSSION ON PRACTICAL APPLICATIONS

For practical applications of a probabilistic approach to
ships dynamic stability in following waves, the frequency of encounter is of vital importance.
The statistical properties investigated in this paper, that iS the distributions of momentary GM
and minimum peak values, are time-invariant and does not deal with this part of the problem.
They do, however, constitute a foundation for a developed approach taking speed, relative
wave direction, natural frequencies of roll etc. Into account. For example, It is known that the
pure loss of stability only occurs at low frequencies of encounter when small righting moments
are maintained for a sufficiently long period of time. Therefore, the method for estimating the
distributions of¢.5.GM(t) andA GMmin of this paper could be used to estimate probabilities of
duration of excursion. in the authors opinion, such a joint probability distribution could be
archived either by simulation of equation (12) or by assuming GM(t) to be narrow banded and
quasi-harmonic, directly putting GM(t) into a time scale. For at least smaller ships, the surge
motion can influence the time periods of low stability /11/, which in that case should be taken
into account.
Considering parametrically excited roll motion, it is
reasonable to believe that the slowly varying process is of very little importance, and that the
linear variation alone governs the problem as assumed in /5/. However, there is a possibility
that the slowly varying part may have the effect of modulating the natural frequency of roll,
since the mean GM will momentarily increase in a group of large GM variations. Another
approach to the parametrically excited roll could be the concept of wave groups, see Blocki
/12! amongst others, applied to the GM process instead of the wave elevation, in which the
probability of a critical run of large GM amplitudes becomes part of a risk assessment
formulation.

Finally, some general remarks on stability criteria development. A very important question is
what the actual aim of new criteria should be. What kind of events do we wish to avoid, or at
least decrease the probability of, by using these new criteria? Looking at casualty statistics
and accident investigations, one may draw the conclusion that ship casualties are very
complicated sequences of events, interacting and triggering others. The "theoretical" pure
capsize is an event rarely found in real life, except possible for small vessels such as pleasure
and fishing vessels, for which the problem is even more complicated due their greater
sensitivity to single energetic events such as breaking waves. For example, shift of cargo is
almost always present to some extent, and often the triggering factor, in the accident chain of
ship capsizes. One may therefore argue that shifting of cargo would constitute a kind of
limiting event which criteria should focus on. This kind of approach could be combined with
demands on redundancy in the system, e.g. survivability of a ship after shifting of cargo.
Another interesting question is how to incorporate the operation of ships in the work of criteria
development. Clearly, many casualties could have been avoided by operational decisions if
only the danger in the situations had been apprehended. So, in the authors opinion, much
would be gained by finding appropriate ways of transferring the present knowledge on the
dynamic stability of ships into the operation, i.e. to shippers, masters etc. General new criteria
for the dynamic stability, based on the present knowledge, could have a significant negative
effect on efficiency, simply because this is very complicated problems. This is a reason for



working with probabilistic approaches for short term statistics, since this yields a connection to
operational conditions.

CONCLUSIONS

The metacentric height GM of ships in following irregular waves has been investigated as a
random process by means of numerical computations. The work has been based on
assuming quasi-static equilibrium and that the only external forces are the Froude-Krylov
forces.

The conclusions of this work may be summarised as:

- By comparisons of the GM response in regular and irregular waves for three different hull
forms, it is clearly shown that the characteristics of modern hull forms significantly increases
the GM variations.
- GM of the investigated ships in following random seas is a
non-linear, and therefore non-Gaussian, process. The most important non-linear feature is the
existence of a slowly varying process, having the general effect of reducing the absolute
values of minimum GM. Hence, neglecting this effect can be highly conservative, except for
very moderate sea states.

- The GM fluctuations at encounter frequencies, that is with the slowly varying part filtered out,
can be accurately estimated through linear response theory.

- A simple method has been developed for prediction of the non-linear GM fluctuation in
random seas. in this method, the slowly varying component ls expressed as a function of the
envelope of the linear variation. Comparisons of statistical distributions using the developed
method and time-domain simulation results shows that the method is capable of predicting the
statistical characteristics caused by non-linearity. The quantitative accuracy could however be
improved.
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NOMENCLATURE

a Wave amplitude
An, B“ Fourier coefficients
ci Polynomial coefficient
CB Block coefficient
(Egg - GM in still water
Atfivm Change of mean GM in regular waves
GM} Amplitude of lst harmonic GM variation in

regular waves
AGMYt) Difference between momentary GM(t) and GM“,
AGMgn, Difference between minimum peak values of

GM(t) ElI'1Ci GM'g|,'-,r
tfi%Hn(t) Linear GM process in irregular waves
éMl,,(t) Hilbert transform of civ,_,;,,n:)
AGM5HU - Difference between slowly varying GM process

and GMs§; ‘ _

GM1,“ Peak value of ctv_,_,;,,(r:)
f5-;._f(CU) Transfer function of GM1“ (t)
pg,-.,-(t) Envelope function of GM;_£,, (t)
HS Significant wave height
Th Zero—crossing wave period
Lpp Ship length between perpendiculars
nmQu_ Froude—Krylov roll moment
R, R’, Ra Rayleigh parameters
Sc,-;.; Spectral density of GM1,;,, (t)
SW Spectral density of'U(t)
t Time
w Frequency
Ac: -Frequency increment
am Modal frequency
fl(t) Wave elevation
ki Wave number of spectral component

Roll angle
Volume displacement
Density of salt water
Wave length?->'"CJ-<1‘]"Q~
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ON THE ROLLING MOTION INSTABILITY INDUCED BY SAIL ACTION

Boccadamo G.,Tortora E.
UNIVERSITY OF NAPLES 'FEDERICO II‘
Naval.Architecture and Marine Engineering Dept.

De Rosa S.,Lecce L.
UNIVERSITY OF NAPLES 'FEDERICO II‘
Department of Aeronautical Engineering

Abstract .
Generally the sail is considered a stabilizing device able to

damp rolling zmotion. However, with some combination. of course
sailed, wind speed, sail trim, sail and hull—keel characteristics,
the sail can actually transfer energy from the wind to the vessel
rolling motion, which becomes unstable and therefore tends to grow
with time.

In a previous work/7/the main factors governing this
phenomenon have been individuated by means of both a theoretical
approach and of a set of dynamic tests on a sail model in the wind
tunnel. "

In the present paper results of a more complete set of wind
tunnel experiments, carried out in order to investigate the effect
of the sail shape and aspect ratio and of the reduced frequency
have been reported.An analytical expression of the unsteady
aerodynamic rolling moment acting on a sail has also been derived
and numerical results have been compared to the experimental ones.
A.worked example highlights the applications of the above results.

NOMENCLATURE

a = added mass
b = damping coefficient
b‘ = sectional damping coefficient
cg = restoring coefficient
c = chord lenght
cs = spring constant
CL = lift coefficient
CD = drag coefficient _
In‘ = mass moment of inertia of the boat about x—axis

°“¢iR<;QUi3;vv¢

3-1!

=mc/VA ; reduced frequency
= geometrical radius of gyration
=aerodynamic moment
= area
= wind speed
= boat speed
= angle of attack
= angle of course sailed
= logarithmic decrement

..I--1--"'



= sail trim angle
= heel angle
= mass density
= circular frequency8"0.:ia0°

Subscripts

A = sail
K = keel
H = hull

INTRODUCTION
In the last years during ocean racings many boats have‘

experienced knocked down.
It is opinion of many researchers that this behaviour of the

sailing boats is due to the recent trends in design, whose only
purpose has been to achieve improvements in speed despite of
seaworthiness.

Statical stability calculations don't allow to estimate the
actual behaviour of the sailing boat, which depends on many
factors such as displacement, mass of inertia,damping, restoring
and aerodynamic moment acting on the sails, which are the factors
governing the seakeeping characteristics of the boat.

Probably every sailorman has experienced heavy rolling motion
This phenomenon can be observed on boats of every size and even in
flat sea so that it is natural to look for the causes in
aerodynamic reasons.(Marchaj/2/)

Generally the sail is considered a stabilizing device able to
damp the rolling motion. However, with some combination of course
sailed, wind speed, sail trim, sail and hull—keel characteristics,
the sail can actually transfer energy from the wind to the vessel
rolling motion, which becomes unstable and therefore tends to grow
with time.

The aim of this study is to analise the rolling motion of the
boat in still water and under the action of the aerodynamic
moment, assuming that the motion of the boat is reduced to one
degree of freedom.

In a preceeding work the study was confined to the initial
stability.

A linear mathematical model based on a quasi—stationary
approach was drawn for the determination of the aerodynamic moment
induced on the sail by the rolling motion.

Two series of experimental tests in the wind tunnel were ‘
carried-out:
— static tests, to determine the stationary aerodynamic
coefficients of the sail;
— free oscillatory dynamic tests, to assess the stability of the
sail and to compare the results with those theoretically obtained.

Such comparison showed that the linear quasi stationary
approach allows to individuate the main factors governing the
phenomenon and predict the pattern of the experimental results,
while on the other hand, the comparison evidenced that non—linear

J‘



and unsteady effects have to be taken into account to achieve a
reasonable accuracy.

Therefore a non—linear mathematical model for the
determination of the aerodynamic moment has been drawn and
correction terms have also been built up in the expression of the
aerodynamic moment to address the unsteady effects.

Static and free oscillatory dynamic tests have been again
carried out, this time using two different sail models to assess
the influence of sail shape too.

Theory

The assumed equation of an uncoupled rolling motion for the
sailing boat in calm sea is: ~

<1 + a> 36+ (bH + be 13 +<=H 11 = M<n,fi>
Attention is to be devoted to the damping terms and to the

aerodynamic moment M.
In the above equation bH is the linear wave damping

coefficient, which_ can be calculated using the strip theory
together with a multiparameter conformal transformation
technique./3, 4/. The problem constituted by the particular shape
of the sailing boat sections due to the presence of the keel can
be overcome choosing enough transformation parameters; the
nineteen parameter transformation reproduces the sectional shape
with reasonable accuracy. However, calculations show that this
damping term is far less than the others.

Particularly, the keel has the most important role in
dissipating rolling energy. The keel damping is mainly caused by
the variation of the lift force due to the rolling motion. The
following expression for the keel damping coefficient:

b:<;=%PwkL,SxV (1)
x

derived by the authors /7/, has been adopted.
The aerodynamic moment M is the crucial term, because it can

transfer energy from the wind to the rolling motion which
therefore can become unstable.

As first approach, assuming that the rolling amplitude is very
small and neglecting unsteady effects, a linear expression has
been derived:

i 1 1 g

M(T|1T|)= #711 = "' 5pAki§ASAvAC6YA Tl (2)
511

where the coefficient Cdy under the above hypothesis does not
A

depend on the amplitude nor on the frequency of the motion..

-""‘|



The validity of the above expression has been tested by means
of vfimmi tunnel experiments.The ‘values cxf the theoretical

coefficient Cdy were compared with the experimental ones, obtained
A

8.3:

2 C 53C *= J ~*-——fi5 (3)‘W’ p,k;As,v,a TE
The comparison showed that the non-linear and unsteady effects

are to be taken into account.
Moreover, two important findings were highlighted by -the

experiments:

— the frequency of the motion under the action of the wind is in
practice equal to the natural frequency of oscillation of the
system (measured in absence of wind);

- the pattern of the recorded time—history resembles a sinusoid of
varying amplitude. '

These findings suggest that the non—linearity is weak and
located in the damping of the system, which means that the moment
M depends only on the roll angle and velocity.

In the appendix the following non-linear expression has been
derived for the aerodynamic moment:

M[11,1a) = -2-pa _[;’v,mc(r)[cL(d)VrcosgA £+ CD(C1)VASiI1BACOS1’] -— CD((I.)‘;]I‘) r dr

(4) - *

where:

vim = [(1/'Acos{3‘,,)2 + (vasinfigcosn — 11%]

VAcosBAcos6m -+ (vfisinfihcosn - fir) sinfim
cosd == L —~ke~~ ~~~»-~--

Vim

and CL(d), CD(d) are measured by static tests.
In deriving the above expression the quasi-stationary

hypothesis has not yet been removed.

Fig. 1 shows the pattern of the function Mtnda) versus n at n
= 0 and for several values of the angle BA, together with the
straight lines corresponding to the linear expression (2); it is
evident that the non linearity of eq(4) is weak, well in agreement
with the experimental result.

The previous considerations suggest the opportunity of using
the classic method of equating the work per cycle done by the
damping terms to the variation of the kinetic energy of the motion

4



in order to calculate the variation per cycle of the motion
amplitude.

According to this method, the work per cycle of the
aerodynamic moment is:

w,._ = _[TMm nficosmtdt (5)
where na is the amplitude of the cycle;
the work per cycle done by the linear damping terms is:

WH+1< = ‘(bu + bx) @ Tlaz 7°
the variation of the kinetic energy is:

AE E m.m2 na An

so equating:

I ‘ "'_'_ '-

An WA WH+K

mg) '|']a

If the sum WA + WH+K is positive the motion amplitude grows
and therefore the motion becomes unstable if,as the amplitude
increases, the energy dissipated WH+K never becomes greater than
the work WA done by the aerodynamic moment

the eq.(5) does not take into account the unsteady effects;
obviously the phenomenon is actually much more complex being the
air flow non stationary. Therefore a correction is introduced in
eq (5):
W, = to 11%|-Tc1(k)Mcos(mt + ¢2u<»<;11: (6)

where C1 is a coefficient which reduces the amplitude of the
aerodynamic moment and C2 is the phase delay of the aerodynamic
moment with respect to the rolling velocity.

Both these two coefficients are reasonably function of the
reduced frequency k and can be calculated, in first approximation,
by means of the Theodorsen function C(k), which can be applied in
absence of flow separation:

C1(k) exp iC2(k) = C(k)

Eq(6) has been used to predict the behaviour of the
experimental system.

The equation governing such system is assumed to be:

Ifl+bfi+C5fi=Mh%fi)
Because the frequency of the motion is equal to the natural

frequency of the system, we can put
2 .

mm = cs

so that the variation of amplitude per cycle can be calculated as:

I5.



Caflx
where 5,, is the natural logarithmic decrement and c the spring
constant of the system which can be easily measured.
WIND TUNNEL TESTS

W -— 25An, A C522: 0

Test equipment

The experimental tests were carried out iJ1 the closed circuit
low—speed wind tunnel of the Institute of Aircraft Design, that
have an open test chamber with ellipse jet section of 0 . 9x 0 . 6
metres.

The test models were two rigid sails R1 and R2 made of aluminium
plate of 3 mm thickness and with circular arc section having the
following main dimensions

R1 R2
span 0.38 mt 0.40 mt
chord 0.26 mt 0.095 mt
chamber to chord 0.19 0.2

Such dimensions of the test model were chosen in order to reduce
to a minimum the blockage effect and meantime having the maximum
test Reynold number.

The model both for static and dynamic test was connected to the
force and moment measuring balances by a stiff vertical tube. At
the same time the balances were connected to the external wind
tunnel supporting frame, that Ihave a three axes moving
capabilities, through a pivoting system that provide the angle of
attack variation during the test. In both tests in order to expand
the testing range of angle of attack, a two plate turntable system
was interposed between the model and the balances, giving the
possibilities to obtain a 120 degrees of angle of attack variation
and, in the dynamic test case, the capabilities to change both the
angle of attack d and the angle between the chord of the model and
the model sensing direction.5m (fig.l).

-I

Static test

To measure the static aerodynamic forces acting on the sail
model, a series of tests were carried out using a two component
strain—gauged balance that permits to obtain the aerodynamic
forces along two directions, fixed respect to the model chord.
Simple geometrical transformation gives the conventional lift and
drag aerodynamic cpefficients. The results obtained are reported
in fig. 2, and 3 where, for the range of the angle of attack from
0° to 90° that has been evaluated (due to the symmetry of the
model), the curves CL==C%(@) and CD==C@(d) are shown for the two
tested sails.

Dynamic tests

6



In order to evaluate the rolling stability of tflna sail model,
dynamic tests were carried out connecting the same model used in
the static tests with an elastic suspension system, previously
used during the stall flatter study of a bridge section (Lecce et
al. UH); and giving to the model the possibility to freely
oscillate as a one degree of freedom system.

The free oscillation method has been employed to investigate the
unsteady aerodynamic rolling moment acting on.tfiua sail model. The
tests were conducted both with and without wind, using always the
same impulse force to start the motion. The free oscillation of
the rolling motion was recorded and plotted. From these plotted
data the frequency of oscillation and the free damping decay (the
logarithmic decrement) were obtained for each testing condition
that is defined by the two angles Sm and BA, the wind speed and the
frequency of the oscillation without wind mo (two different values
obtained changing the inertia rolling moment of the sail model
were investigated). The testing conditions were as follows:

TABLE 1

TQSt 1'1 BA Sm VA G]. K

17' -6 1 °— . . .sail R1 1 133° 1/ZBA 3 19 23 0 289

" 7-12 " " 15.25 22.93 0.391
sail R2 1-6 " " 17.3 19.23 0.105

" '7--12 " " 15.25 22.93 0.142

COMPARISON BETWEEN THEORY AND EXPERIMENT

Figg. 5 + 11 show the experimental curves of the amplitude of
the oscillating motion compared with the theoretical ones. As it
can be seen, the pattern of the experimental curves is quite well
predicted by the theory in many cases although in other cases the
predicted decay is different from the experimental one

A. more concise comparison between theory and experiment is
presented in figg. l2+15, where the coefficient Cfidmw given by eq.
(3) is plotted together with the theoretical values obtained by

cm, -- . _ bfistq .
A 1/3F?aKf:§aVA

in which the equivalent linear damping is given by

bA£;—WA/song (7)
and has been evaluated at the mean value of amplitude. In the
above eq. (3) 5AM, has been calculated as difference between the
mean value measured during the test and the natural damping decay
of the system.

"-I



The above figures show that the range of BA angle in which the

coefficient Cdyh become negative, that is in which the sail
transfer energy to the motion of the system, is underestimated by
the theory in the case of the sail R1, while the opposite applies
in the case of the sail R2.
Probably the prediction could be improved adopting a theory valid
also in presence of flow separation, as for instance the Ragget
theory, for the determination of the coefficients C1 and C2. This
shall be subject of a future work.

However taking also into account the experimental accuracy, the
authors feel that the proposed procedure can give an indication on
the behaviour of an actual boat as highlighted in the following
section. .
APPLICATION TO A SAILING BOAT

As application of this study the preceeding considerations have
been applied to a sailing boat, the main particulars of which
were: ‘

= 12.00 m T = 2.17 m
= 3.64 m. SA = 123 m?

A = 8207 Kg SK = 2.5 m?
mo = 0.80 rad/s.

For this frequency the damping coefficient of the hull bH is
equal to 0,0688 KNmrs.

Lma
B

The equivalent linear damping coefficient km‘ of the sail
calculated by means of eq. C are reported in the following table:

TABLE II bh (KN m.s)
Va (Knots)

1° 15 2° 25 3°y___1a0 Q -7.1_<As__ _-15.1 N-'19.I.2 -2_§_.6 -32.3
The damping coefficients bK of the keel, calculated by means of

. dC .eq. 1 and using for age the expression given in Norwood [5}, are
a

reported in table III as a function of the speed of the boat:

TABLE III bK ( KN m S)

V Kn)

2 4 6 8 lo‘ '15,? 16.3 2681126 31.0 41.3 51.6

It should be noted that the linear wave damping is negligible.
From the values reported in the above tables it can be deduced

that in a windlee course (bA,180 deg.) the sum bi, + bi, + bk is
negative, and therefore the boat is initially unstable, when the
boat speed is lover then a limit value depending on the wind
ipeed. For instance, being'\Q=30 knots the limit value is about 6
nots.

8



The non—-linear expression of the aerodynamic moment, togheter
with the energetic approach, allows to determine the value of the
motion amplitude at which the work done by the aerodynamic moment
is balanced by the energy dissipated by the keel.

Fig. 16 shows the curves of WA and of WK for several boat
speeds.

At v=2 Kn, the equilibrium is reached at a rolling motion
amplitude of over 30 degrees; the equilibrium amplitude decrease
as the boat speed inceases: at 4 Kn it is about 12 deg at boat
speed greater than than 6 Kn the damping due to the keel makes the
rolling motion initially stable.

The above results confirm that very dangerous situations can
occourr in a windlee course, after the spi is raised and before
the boat has reached her steady speed.

CONCLUSIONS

A sailing boat at windlee course can experience a very high
heeling angle due to sail action.

The non linear procedure reported in the paper gives a
quantitative evaluation of the heeling angle which can be reached
in such conditions.

Further improvement is needed to better address the unsteady
effects in presence of flow separation.
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With reference to fig.l7, the following two sets of reference
axes have been adopted:
- equilibrium reference system C XYZ, which has the indisturbed
motion of the boat, where:

the longitudinal axis X is the line of intersection of the
centre line plane and the design waterplane, positive towards the
bow;

the vertical axis Z is perpendicular to the still water plane
and positive upwards;

the Y axis is positive to starboard to have a right hand
system.
e1, e2, e3 are the unit vectors of the X,Y,Z axes resp.
The X axis is assumed to be the axis of rotation in an uncoupled
rolling motion.

— sail axes C lmn fixed in the sail, with:
n in the direction of the mast, positive upwards;
m.in the direction of the mean chord of the sail;
l to have a right hand system.

n, m, 1 are the unit vectors of the n, m, l axes resp.

The position of the sail system with respect to the equilibrium
system XYZ is defined by:
n angle of roll measured about the longitudinal fixed axis X (or
the angle between the Z and n axes)
Sm sail trim angle, between the mean chord and the simmetry plane
(XZ plane) of the boat or between the m and Y axes when the boat
is in the upright position (i.e. for n =0)

Finally, the direction of the horizontal apparent wind
velocity YA is individuated by the apparent wind angle (or course
sailed angle) BA, between VA and the X axis.

Under a linear approach, the aerodynamic moment can be
expressed as:

M<n.'fi>= -8-bit:
511

where the derivative is to be evaluated at n = 0 and n = 0 ‘
The procedure which leads to the following expression of this
derivative is reported in the previous paper.

an/1 ___
‘Ogin

l:~..)|---1
, “PadsaVicar,

5114
where:
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dCL dc};
CdYA = cos[3A (- CLsin [SA +CDcosBA +-6?-cos[3A +-5;-sinfipy) +

+2sinBA(CL cos[3A+CD sinBA)

and pmiis the radius of giration of the sail area about the
rolling axis.

Non—linear expression of the aerodynamic moment

The relations between the unit versors of the equilibrium and
of the sail reference systems are:

Q1: sinfim 1 + cos5m m
‘I T . I I .eg=— cosn cosfim l + cosns1n5m m — sinn n
I I I

e3=—- sinn cosfim 1 + sinnsin5m m + cosn n

Let us consider a strip of sail of area dS, at a distance r from
the axis of roll.

The apparent wind speed can be expressed as:

VA = -VA COSBA G1 '- VA SiI'1BA 62

and the velocity p induced on the strip by the rolling velocity
as:

p = r (cosn Q2 + sinn Q3)

adding these velocities, the total speed on the strip in the sail
system is:

V -'= [—VAcos[3Asin5m+vAsin[3AcosT|cos5m-—- r1:1cos6m) l +

_ +(—vAcos[3Acos5m—vAsingAcos'r|sin5m+ r1:|sin5m] m +

-1- vAsin[3Asinn n =

Neglecting the Vn component, in the plane of the strip acts the
speed Vlm whose modulus is:

1‘

"I '1



|Vlm,‘= UVi+V;

while the angle of attack is given by: cosu =-—]lfi3I

Vlm
The force acting on the strip is:
dF = (dL coso: + dD sing) l +(dL sine: —- dD cosoa) m
being dL , dD the lift and drag forces in the direction of , and
normal to Vim! which can be expressed as:

l"~Jl—'
dL = p,aJvlml2 CL ¢(-Y) dr

dD = -ii paw-lm|2¢D c(r) dr
Assuming that the force dF is applied on the n axis_ and
integrating the contributions of each strip we finally obtain the
desired expression for the aerodynamic moment:

M[11,-:1) =-. étph J:’vlm¢(r)[¢L(q)vAcosgA + CD(O'.)V'ASi1'1BAC0ST| — (3D(d);]r) r dr

where:

2 _ 2 %
vim = I:(vAcos[3P_) + (vasinfihcosn =- 111)]

vAcosBAcos5m -+ [vflsinfiflcosn —- qr) sin5m
cosa ==~ : ~ r ~ ~ ~ — ~ :<::::: — ~::1

Vlmare function of r.

“I "1 |



3..

2.5

2

1 1".5

1L.

0.5

_,-_|_
—_-—_-___

beta 160

1——,_

__ — I I I I 1 .1 —-"_ I’ I lIII|¢|||||-| -|
__-‘ e 

—|-I-l$l— -_'l l -|1l_ 1"

I I“ -‘ii. I I-|-I - l"I"II1Il 1

4:"'I""1'-"-'1"'1""11:“1 1'"-"1'1"
MDMENT

l __

I
*"-al I

beta 150 *h“_“*~‘““*—-_____:

| I L L
I | I

'$'—'_—I' I j

. 1 L I - J

_|¢|_ 4*

beta 1'20 .-+ amt *“
_i_ '— 1 —‘ __-‘

---J

beta 180

—1II-I— 1 I_ _|_ 1 11.|—|I11I1 1
it _ _ __- ;|_| 1 1 I -I I

I I I

_‘__|-|x||IIlI$"_'
l l 1 I 1-_ III l-1II—l IFIIL

0 K ‘ G 1 i — ‘ _ ii I — “T _I _I_ E'1Q lie Ill —i

ANG. VELOCITY
-0. _. L. - J 1 .l1 . . 1. . L , -I -- -1

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Fig. 1

1.6 .. I ,. -1 _ . e ,- t T 1- _ 1- -% “'1 I I I I I I I "1

1.4T

1.2L .1

‘I
o.aI_

0.6L

0.4!.
I

0.2..
'1

OH 1 _

. —lI|u|IIIH—_-‘_ _-_-_—1 ._1

alfa
I .._ L _ I __1 I _ I. _ I _l

Cl J

'I

_I
I

_I
I

40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 B0 85 90

Fig. 2



2.5L

1.s_

1'4 ‘ """"_'“'T' "' """ I I 7T" “I L" I I I I ‘_1 _‘_' F '“

Cd
ll-2 .

1

I
0.8

1
0.6L

0.1!.
Cl

0.2

alfa
0 -1 in... 1 “.4 . L . 1 .4 I; 1, L1
40 45 so 55 so es 70 75 so as

Fig. 3

3
IAMPLI E (deg.s) SAIL 1 - test 4
1

I

2I_

1 .1...

theory

1

0.5

CYCLE0 1 1.1 _ 1._ J. I 1 pl 11_1 are _r4 _aL
0 2 4 6 B 10 12 14 16 18 20

Fig. 4

I‘



_n1£1;=:.£TEBn (deg.$) SAIL R -1 -—~-- 1.1.
rfI'D In ('1' O‘!

-111 _ -11 theory
4- I ~: 11 1 1 in 1 " ""{ "“r"" "1 " 1" "'

_ In-| —| _‘ ’_ _! I

3 5 A "“ 431 1-1—

.1J

3

2.5

2

1.5

1

0.5

exp

CYCLE
0 -1 _ 11 1i 11 1 no e_1 ~1 .4 I -1 ~~ I~~ ~a

0 2 4 s B 10 12 14 16 18
Fig. 5

5 - -| - r— — 1-* 1 *1 F" ‘*1 "" F" "t
AMPLITUDE (deg.s) SAIL R1 - test 10

4

3

2

1
theory

U .1 1 i -1

exp.

I

1

I-l—;

'1

CYCLE
0 II 1 H1 11 __11 1 l- 1 , .4 1-1» as L-

0 2 4 6 s 10 12 14 16 18 20

Fig. 6



5..

I

4

a exp

theory
2

1

U 1 I 1L......_..............1._._.................

Fig. 7

s ..- 11 - 1
iAMPLITEE (delgus) T ‘s:-1:1. R1~- 1=aE‘1= 12 1”‘ ‘ I

CYCLE ‘J
I I -

0 2 4 6 B 10 12 14 16 18

i IIIIIII1 I -III ‘I'll! ——— —— -I-'— —-'_"-'I-—I -‘I -AMPLI'1'UDE ¢11....F ‘SAIL 112 - ’ce.I-st é ‘ ' '

6

5..

I
theory

2__ exp.

1

CYCLE
0 _ 1 L1- _lt. 1 L1-“ 1 “L11 1 1 111111

1

...........i11....._l
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Fig. 8



'1 .

6

5

4..

3..

E
2,. -I

1 J

oihm 1Li 1 LLML1 i4% ii 4L@ J_m_. | _@¢ L

L ?KMbL:%unmfi(5é§.sy%A1L ii“; tést EM‘ % " _ M‘ 1
II

1-:

|11-

theory l

exp.

I"

CYCLE E
0% 2L 4 “M 6 B

Fig.9

8 “MM _N@__ :L L»%MLLLL L~ %L L% » % ~L — 7AMPLIEUDE (Beg.sf %AIL fiz - tést 6' ' ‘

7

6

5..

“T
2._

IL.
i ..
F5

- I i 1-

L.__-_.

1

fill

exp. 1
theory

p

1
*1

7

10 12 14 16 18 20

CYCLE f
__ -_.__l I - I I. . 1 .. - L.. ...___.oi

2NLWi 4N%w %sL 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Fig.10



4e ~| ~ ~ ~| “ ‘ _ *“" 1*"~*"1 * *18 1 1{AMPLITUDE <d4g.Sf SAIL #2 tést 12
7-

|_.

1
‘-161

5!.
“I?

13

1_.
I

exp.

theory

_.__..'.L_ "'.l

'K—

1

CYCLE
1 1;, L L1 111 eeee 1 1 _ _1 1_1 Lmffi0 1

0

1.2$

%2 $4 6 @a 10 12 14 16 1a 20

Figll

lo.

O.B_

0.6

11.11
0.2_

0.

Eldyar ~ 1 M11141 - t4stoo1;'s ooothegr
1-

O

0

—-q__
_"_'I-__

_-1-__

—-1-_
_""II|-_

y_._

EXP-o

fl

-0.2;
I-
!

O
O

! beta (deg.s
-0 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

'15o lié5“"%14o $145 iébu 15él_“ié5 1s5MTA110 %i§5 %180

Fig.l2



O.

0.4

o.2]_

1.4

oI1I

0.41

' I I fi ' I T I 1 If I I '1 _"""I ' “I J
Cdya SAIL R1 — I'.'.eS‘I; 7-12 t,heQry___

exp.¢

o
|p-

Q I

0.21. ° -1

o I

beta (deg.sF
111 1 11 1_ ,111 I 1,1» 11111 1 11 11_1 111 I 1111 1 11111_ __ _ __ _ I'_' .

130 135 140 145 150 155 160 165 170 175 180

Fig.l3

1.2

1

0.8

0.65

o.2_.

-0.2 11 L ,e_11 4_e 1 L___1 1 1 11_ 11 111111 11 I 1_ 11
130 135 140 145 150 155 160 165 170 175 180

0.4;

" "HI D I “I I' I"'"_ ‘I mi "WI " H I“ H Tm" _ "'1

Cdya SAIL R2 - test 1-6 the°rY*" I‘ EXP-o
Ii

—I
I
I
I

Il-I-
1

I
q

<> 1
O I

0

o##””{
0 1-‘ — — — _ _ - ___ _-— _' --___— — —|

1- “"II\n..____'__; ' " : $

beta deg.s)

Fig.l4

I-\



1

00

0.6

0.4

0.2

O

i-0 I

--0 I

2

~ own 6 1 do rt "1*>” o1**6"1 “o F” ‘*1 "or *“*'
theoryefl I

Cdy-3 SAIL R2 "" 1‘.‘.IE!St‘. 7-12 ex-pi‘ 0

-1-

i

0

H o

"" ‘ '_ _ —--___ "_" 1

1 0 .
.1-I

7+
I

1 beta (deg.sl
4
130 135 140 145 150 155 160 165 170 175

1 I _1 I 1_._I-. - I- I .1 I 1-1-I.1-.1-.-F-------I-----1

Fig.l5

20r=- 1 6~J"* 1 ——“" tin 6 |*6 -1"-“st 5

18}
II

16-

14_

12_

10

B
1’

ski.

4*

2

Energy Actual boat - Sail R1 —
j

Q_:

in

L_Ii§work WK boat speed 6 knots
work WK boat speed 4 knots
work WK boat speed 2 knots

I
1-

.1.1

’/
work WA wind speed 30 knot- =

11-1-
1

-1

11'

_;=-'1
__-_-IF‘

_-1.-"'-

6I rs-e£TTi;?§1T’##| 1.11 J 1- _ I Fp111ng 5WP1'-F§?9' )
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Fig.16

180



¢
I-In

x 1,

? gs?

-|-

Y I C

‘ I
Fig. 17



1- - ;. . .- r . _ + H F _ 1 +

- r i. '
" 1- ‘F -l- -I

1

r .

I-

;l|.|I-‘H-'

‘in .

2' . _ .

"" Iq I

‘F -i

- +

1. 1-._'.; + I - - 4'
1- + " \

I "' _ 1,
<-

_ -|-

4, I

- |. +
+

'~ .

-1'

| -|‘I 1-

. - @
rs H



5th International Conference on
Stability of Ships and Ocean Vehicles,

STA.B'9th Melbourne, Fla, USA Nov. I994
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SHIPS IN HEAVY SEAS
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ABSTRACT

The relationship between design stability, operational parameters, and overall stability safety is discussed.
The most important operational factors which directly affect the probability of capsizing, are identified. The
experimental results of the capsizing research carried out by the National Research Council and the Canadian Coast
Guard are analyzed in detail in order to find a correlation between wave parameters, coarse angle and ship speed
on the one hand and ship susceptibility to capsizing on the other. The results of the analyses are presented. The
main physical phenomena involved in capsizing are identified. The influence of operating parameters on these
phenomena and their contribution to capsizing is presented. The dangerous combination of operational factors is
detected and a future form ofpractical operational criteria is discussed.

1. INTRODUCTION

In an endeavour to improve stability safety
of ships, the efforts of researchers and regulatory
agencies are focused on development of new,
adequate theoretical models of ship capsizing in
waves, and subsequently, relevant stability criteria
and standards. Stability criteria regulate inherent
features of a ship (desig stability) to insure that
the ship itself has the capability to navigate safely in
heavy seas.

The efforts to develop better criteria and
standards must be continued, but it becomes more
and more obvious that even the best criteria vrlll not
provide absolute safety. Ln practical terms, it seems
impossible to desig a ship to be absolutely stable
in all wave and loading conditions, although
designers should aim for this objective.

Stability safety is a complex problem in
which not only the inherent features of a ship but
also the action of its crew determine whether the
ship will survive in critical conditions. The skills of
the crew and their correct reaction in a dangerous

situation may well decide between survival and
disaster. This "human factor" should be taken into
consideration in the overall analysis of safety against
capsizing and it has become recogized by technical
experts and legislators.

The changhzg attitude to stability is
reflected in the work of the international research
community, in particular, at the International
Maritime Organization (IMO). In IMO’s Code of
Intact Stability of Ships, the stability requirements
and standards have been supplemented by some
paragraphs related to operational aspects of stability
safety, as for instance:

"Compliance with the stability criteria does
not ensure immunity against capsizing, regardless of
the circumstances, or absolve the master from his
responsibilities. Masters should therefore exercise
prudence and good seamanshha having regard to the
season of the year; weather forecasts and the
navigational zone, and should take the appropriate
action as to speed and course warranted by the
prevailing circumstances“. (Paragraph 2.3)
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Present stability standards, based mainly on
the GZ curve, do not provide any direct indication
of how the dynamic behaviour of a ship in waves
would decrease stability safety, or what combination
of waves and ship operations constitutes a threat of
capsize. In addition to "prudence and good
seamanship", the masters need such information in
order to make correct decisions. In recognition of
this problem, the IMO Sub-Committee on Stability
and Load Lines and on Fishing Vessel Safety (SLF)
established in February 1992 an International
Correspondence Group to develop a manual for
safe operation in following and quartering waves.

The manual, when developed, has to link a
ship’s dynamic features with its inherent stability
and clearly indicate which operational parameters
affect stability safety, and what is their dangerous
combination. Theoretical studies, together with
results of model experiments, should provide a solid
basis for finding these relationships.

The Institute for Marine Dynamics of the
National Research Council of Canada, together with
the Canadian Coast Guard, have been carrying out
research in ship capsizing for a few years.
Comprehensive model tests of ship dynamics in
quartering and extreme waves were performed,
which yielded a significant insight into the capsize
mechanism of small ships. The results of the tests
have been re-examined from the viewpoint of the
correlation between the operational factors and a
ship’s susceptibility to capsizing. Some of the
results of the analyses are presented this paper.

2. STABILITY SAFETY

Every ship has its own dynamic features
and its individual stability characteristics. They
depend on ship geometry and the distribution of
mass. These two elements define the inherent
stability and the dynamic behaviour in waves and
wind.

The design stability represents the inherent
ability of the ship to withstand a heeling action
caused by external forces, and to return to the
upright position when those forces cease. This
ability is evaluated by means of stability criteria,
based mainly on the static restoring moment in calm

water (GZ curve) and some modifications for
inclusion of some wave effects and stipulated
external heeling moments.

The dynamic response to the action of
waves and wind depends on .the ship’s dynamic
features, on the wave and wind characteristics, and
on some operational parameters which influence the
degree of interaction between the ship and the
enviromnent. These parameters are ship’s speed
and course angle relative to wave direction.

The magnitude and energy of a ship’s
response to actual environmental conditions and
operational parameters, determine whether the
potential energy attributed to the inherent stability
can counterbalance the dynamics of the heeling
action. If the dynamics of motion in waves exceed
a certain level, the ship will capsize.

As the ship’s speed and course angle
influence strongly the magritude of energy exerted
on the ship by the environment, there is room for
improvement of stability safety by appropriate
selection of these two parameters. Thus, the overall
stability safety is determined not only by the design
stability characteristics, but also by the operation in
actual environmental conditions. The logical
relationship between desig stability and operational
safety is presented in Fig.1.

As design stability depends on the loading
condition, operators can influence stability‘ by
appropriate distribution of loads when taking on
cargo in a port. This aspect of safety is well known,
and masters use their knowledge, the stability
booklet and, more and more, computer promams to
optimize the loading location, and to estimate the
resultant design stability characteristics. _

Once the loading is complete, and the ship
leaves port, the stability characteristics are usually
fixed (except for those vessels which load or unload
at sea). So, the operational parameters which are
within the masters discretion during the voyage are
course and speed. In heavy seas, the master should
select a combination of these parameters so that the
dynamic behaviour of the ship will not exceed a
certain safe level and the vessel will not be
threatened with capsizing. However, this is not
such an easy task. It is difficult to predict in heavy
weather conditions, how the change of the



operational parameters will affect ship’s behaviour
and its survival potential, and what is the optimum
combination of course and speed.

The crew's comprehension and skills need
to be enhanced by a set of guidelines developed in
advance and based on sound analysis of the ship’s
dynamics and stability in waves. The guidelines
should be a part of ship stability documentation.
Such guidelines are currently under development at
IMO.

3. OPERATIONAL GUIDANCE TO THE
MASTER

A general consensus was reached at the
IMO forum that navigation in following and
quartering seas constitutes the largest threat to
stability safety, and requires special attention and
analyses.

Two main approaches to development of
stability operational guidance are under way at
present.

The first consists of a set of detailed
criteria for each potentially dangerous situation,
developed for each individual ship and for certain
selected wave parameters (as for instance the
Russian proposal in IMO cloc.SLF 3'7/3/5).

Every ship has its individual dynamic
characteristics and responds to wave actions in its
own way. It has its own dangerous combinations of
speed, course angle, loading conditions and wave
parameters. The guidance should reflect these
individual characteristics in order to provide
accurate and relevant advice to the master.
However, the variety and number of criteria for
various possible scenarios, for_ each set of wave
parameters, and for each loading condition, make it
practically impossible to use this approach
effectively on board a ship in heavy seas. The
method requires use of a computer on the ship,
supported by a specially developed software
package. The evaluation of stability safety and the
recommendationon appropriate action should be
available in a simplified manner and not as
complicated analyses of sets of graphs.

It must be pointed out that the detailed

criteria are based mainly on theoretical models.
Some of them are simplified and very often do not
represent adequately ship behaviour in steep waves.
Some phenomena involved in extreme wave
conditions still await their mathematical
representation. It will be some time before the full,
complex behaviour of a ship in high waves will be
described mathematically, modelled by computer,
and as a result, the computerized advice to the
master will be available. Yet, this direction will
eventually provide the solution to the problem.

The second approach does not provide
specific evaluation of an individual ship. Instead, it
provides general guidelines, with a diagam
indicating the dangerous combinations of
operational conditions for all types of ships and
wave parameters. A polar diagam composed of
ship’s speed related to wave velocity (represented
by wave period) V/T, and of heading angle or, is
currently under discussion at IMO (as the Japanese
proposal in IMO doc. SLF 36!?)/4 and SLF 37I3)'2).
Since the proposed polar diagram requires
estimation of three operational factors only - ship’s
speed, course relative to waves, and wave period -
it can be easily used on board ships. It does not
include any stability characteristics, but assumes
that the ship satisfies appropriate stability
standards. The dangerous zone on the diagram
provides only an indication of the most
unfavourable combinations of operational
conditions, and not the criterion whether the ship
will survive or capsize. .

Regardless of which approach is taken, the
relevance and quality of the guidance developed will
depend on:

- the adequacy of the theoretical models
used,

- which dangerous physical phenomena are
considered and modelled,

- which scenarios are included.

Development of adequate guidelines
requires careful and detailed examination of various
operational situations and physical phenomena
experienced by ships in heavy seas when navigating
in following or quartering courses. Results of the
Canadian research reported in [1] have been
thoroughly examined irom the viewpoint of
dangerous combinations of operational factors,
occurrence of dangerous phenomena and their



contribution to capsizing.

The study was performed for a small
fishing trawler of 19.75m length. The model tests
were carried out in quartering, extremely steep and
breaking waves, both periodic and irregular. The
wave length ranged from 0.95 - 3.5 of the model’s
length, and the model’s speed covered the range of
Fn = 0.12 - 0.35. Fotu loading conditions were
tested: port departure IA and IB, and full load ILA
and IIB. Conditions LA and IIB satisfied the IMO
stability requirements, while IB and ILA did not.

Some results and conclusions from the
analysis are presented in the following sections.

4. SURF-RIDING, RIDING ON A WAVE CREST,
BROACI-IING .

Surfing and broaching are considered as
the two main dangerous phenomena specific for
ship operation in following and quartering seas. If
they occur, the ship is threatened by loss of control
and by capsize. Elimination of the likelihood of
occurrence of surfing and broaching is considered
as one of the principal goals of the operational
guidance. In order to achieve this goal, the criteria
used in the guidance must provide true relationships
between the operational conditions and the ship’s
dynamics leading to surf-riding.

Surf-Riding

Numerous studies were carried out in the
past and various authors formulated criteria of surf-
riding. It is known that, besides the ship form, the
combination of speed, course angle and wave
parameters determines whether the ship will surf or
not.

In the theoretical studies it is usually
assumed that the ship 1‘L|.I1S exactly in following
sinusoidal waves. The standard surge equation is
used to determine the conditions in which the
periodical surge disappears and the ship starts
running at the wave speed, at the same position
"forever". Using this defnition, some authors found
that surf-riding may occur when ship’s speed is
larger than 1.8-/L which corresponds to Fn = 0.30
(for instance [3]), while others asstime v = 1.4-./L
(i.e. Fn == 0.23) as the critical speed (as in [5]).

Although the influence of wave steepness is
sometimes indicated, the above values are
considered as the minimum speed above which the
phenomenon may occur, depending on wave
parameters.

In the real world, a ship operating in heavy
seas does not meet the ideal conditions assumed in
the theoretical models, particularly when operating
in quartering waves. Wave parameters change in
time, the course angle changes during wave action,
and surf-riding, if it occurs, never lasts "forever". It
ends after some time because the hydrodynamic
conditions change with time.

From the stability point of view, it is
important how long surfing lasts in comparison with
the roll period. If it lasts longer than 50% of the
roll periodfithe ship will always reach its maximum
heel angle while still surfing, which is extremely
dangerous.

In order to find out under which conditions
surf-riding occurs in extremely steep, following and
quartering waves, the Canadian model tests [1] have
been re-analyzed in detail. All the model runs in
which clear surfing occurred with a steady position
of the model in a wave over a certain significant
time, were identified. The model speed, heading
angle and wave parameters at which the event
occurred, were determined. .‘

The tests showed that, beyond the classic
surf-riding on the front slope of a wave usually
modelled theoretically, another type of surf-riding
may occur. In large, extremely steep waves a ship
advancing with less speed may accelerate
dramatically as a results of a wave impact on the
stern. The ship’s speed increases and usually it
matches the wave velocity when the crest is in the
midships zone. The ship then moves with the wave,
remaining on the wave crest for a certain time. If
this riding lasts over a sigificant portion of the roll
period, the reduction of the ship’s restoring
potential on the crest may coincide with a large roll
angle, water on deck or any other heeling moment,
and the ship may capsize. Some authors would call
such an event as a "marginal surf-riding“. This,
however, is not precise, and because the described
case has a special meaning to stability safety, it has
been called here as "riding on a wave crest", in
order to emphasize the steady position of the crest

l‘



at the midship over a certain significant time.

In this analysis, the surf-riding (or riding on
the crest) was defined as a case in which a visible
riding of the model in the same position relative to
the wave, excluding transitional time, lasted more
than 30% of the natural roll period. The average
time of riding was over 40% of the natural roll
period, ranmng rom 30% to 65%. All the identified
surf-riding events, including riding on the crest, are
collated in the form of a polar diagam presented in
Fig. 3 A,B,C.

The lengths of waves which caused the
surfing are related to the model length and are
distinguished by different symbols. The results of
testing, both in regular and in irregular waves, are
put together. There was no clear pattern to the
results which would suggest that a large individual
wave in a goup of irregular waves causes different
behaviour of the model than a corresponding one in
a sequence of periodic steep (quasiregular) waves.

The dangerous zone of operation (from a
capsirzing point of view) in irregular seas, derived
from the principle of maximum energy
concentration in irregular following seas, and
introduced in the first Japanese proposal [4], is
marked on all the graphs as reference lines, for easy
comparison of all results.

In examining the surfing criteria, a question
arose as to which speed and course angle should be
tal-zen as the reference values on the graphs. In
irregular waves, where a large wave may form
unexpectedly after a relatively long period of small
or moderate waves, and hit the ship on the stern,
the speed and course angle shortly before the
impact decide the subsequent behaviour of the ship.
In the case of running in a group of subsequent
large waves (group of large waves in irregular seas),
the speed and course angle vary strongly due to
large surge and yaw, and it does matter at which
time point the values are taken for the validation of
the criteria. The difference can be seen in Fig.3
A,B,C where the same events are presented, but the
modelis speed and course angle are determined at
different time points: in graph A, the speed and
heading angle are taken at the moment of wave
impact on the stern; in B, the speed and heading
are taken when the rnodel’s speed reached the

maximum value (i.e. during surfing); and in C, the
speed is taken as the average speed during one
period before the wave impact, while the heading
angle is the average angle between the position in
the wave trough and the wave impact at the stern
(movement of the ship in front of the coming wave).
The latter combination was used in all further
analyses.

Comparison of the corresponding points in
Figs. 3A and 3B (the speed at the moment of
impact and at surf-riding) shows how a dramatic
increase of ship’s speed is generated by the impact
of an extremely steep wave. It can also be seen
from Fig. 3C that the majority of the cases of
surfmg occurred at a heading angle within the range
of 0° - 20°.

Furthermore, surfmg on waves which are
almost equal to the model's length (2./L = 0.95)
are located in the upper part of the diagram. This
means that relatively high initial speed is needed in
order to bring the ship to surfing. The longer wave
(and thus larger wave height) results in a smaller
initial speed at which the riding occurs. At the
wave length A/L 2 2.0 many surf-riding events
occurred at relatively low initial speed, below that
of 1.8»/L. This fact was carefully examined, and a
clear pattern was found which indicates the
influence of wave length on the occurrence of
surfing and riding on the crest. The results are
shown in Fig. 4. The cases when clear riding
occurred but lasted less than 30% of the roll
period, are included here, and named "margnal
riding". .

It can be seen that, for the wave length to
be equal to the ship’s length, surf-riding occurs at
Fn = 0.3, which confirms theoretical considerations.
In longer waves, the riding occurs at a smaller Fn,
and thus at a smaller ship’s speed. In waves longer
than two ship lengths, surf-riding was observed at
Fn = 0.23, while marginal riding occurs even at a
smaller speed. It seems that this value,
corresponding to V = 1.4\/L, could be used as a
criterion for surf-riding in extreme waves.

The reason for this behaviour is that
natural waves are not symmetric (Fig.2). The
troughs are long, the pealts narrow, steep and high.
The longer waves apply more impact energy on the
ship, causing large accelerations even at small initial



speed. Furthermore, the length of the wave in
comparison with the ship’s length determines
whether there is sufficient distance for the ship to
accelerate as a result of wave impact on the stern.
If the wave length is not sufficient, the bow sits in
the foregoing wave crest while the stern is pushed
by the next crest, and the ship will not achieve
sufficient acceleration to match the wave velocity.
In the tests performed, the vast majority of surfing
events occurred on waves with the length J./L =
1.5 - 3.0, with the largest concentration for
A./L = 2.0 - 2.5.

Broaching

Typical broaching-to phenomena were
observed as well. The recorded events are
presented in Fig. 5. It can be seen that broaching
occurred in waves twice as long as the model, or
longer. Furthermore, it usually happened when the
course angle was about 30 deg., and generally at
smaller initial speeds than those leading to surf-
riding. No broaching-to was observed in waves
ML = 0.95 — 1.42 although the waves were
extremely steep.

5. ANALYSIS OF CAPSIZE EVENTS

All the capsize events have been analyzed
in detail in order to detect physical phenomena
which contributed to it, and to discover the main
cause of capsizing. The following factors were
detecteil:

- poor stability '
- wave impacts
- influence of deck in water
- influence of water on deck
- stability reduction on a wave crest
- surf-riding or riding on a wave crest
- broaching
- dynamic rolling

In each of the analyzed cases, more than
one phenomenon was identified. They occurred
either simultaneously in combination, or in a certain
logical sequence. The results of the analysis are
presented in Table 1. The factor which was
dominating or directly causing the capsize, is
identified in the table by a circle, and indicated in
all the maphs.

Careful review of the table does not give
any clear pattern for the main causes of capsize. A
large spread of the factors indicates that in steep,
quartering waves various phenomena may result in
capsizing, and it is hard to predict which one will
dominate. Yet, in each individual case, the
combination of the phenomena is logical and
consistent with the overall dynamic situation.

In the light loading condition (IA and IB)
the model was very responsive to wave impacts and
the dominating causes of capsize were those related
to large dynamics in waves, namely "deck in-water"
and "broaching". For full load (IIA), when-the
model sat deeply in the water, the most visible
causes were “water on deck" and "stability reduction
on a wave crest".

In‘ an attempt to find some correlation
between capsizing and operational conditions, the
model‘s speed (Fn), heading angle (or) and wave
parameters in relative form (steepness I-I/J1. and
wave length/model length ratio II./L) are collated for
all capsize events in Table 2. It can be seen that, in
the light loading condition (IA, IB), all the capsize
events happened as a result of action of waves twice
as long as the model, or larger. At the full load
condition (HA), only three capsizes happened in
waves 7»/L = 1.42 caused by stability reduction on
the wave crest and water on deck, while the rest of
them occurred in much larger waves. _

f

The capsize events happened in the full
range of operational speed of the ship (Fn = 0.10 -
0.34). No direct indication of th'e influence of the

speed can be found from the table, except that
broaching which caused a capsize, occurred usually
at high speed and in large waves. *

In order to examine if there is any pattern
to the operational parameters at which most of the
capsizes occurred, all the runs tested were put in
the polar diamam . The capsize events are
distinguished from non-capsizing runs.
Additionally, broaching and surf-riding events which
did not cause a capsize, are distinguished.

Fig. 6 presents all the runs at light loading
conditions IA and IB. At the condition LA, the
design stability is satisfactory and thus only two
capsizes happened in large, steep waves (Fig. 6A)



which constitutes 5% of all the runs at this
condition.

For condition IB, where the design stability
was not sufficient, 16 capsizes were recorded, which
constitute 55% of the tests. All but two are located
in the area limited by \_/IT = 0.9 - 1.6 and o: = 20 »
35 deg. There were surf-riding and broaching

events at relatively high V/'I‘ but they did not cause
capsizing.

Similarly, the results for the full load
conditions ILA and IIB are presented in Fig. 7. In
the 30 runs in quartering waves at loading condition
ELA, 14 ended with capsize (47%). No capsize
happened at the IIB condition, at which the design
stability was very good (range of the GZ curve was
90 deg.). Most of the capsize events (65%) lie in
the same area as in the condition 1B.

All the runs analyzed are collated in Fig. 8.
It can be seen that most of the capsizes (75%) are
concentrated in the area limited by V/I‘ = 0.8 - 1.6
and or = 20 - 35 deg. This area is below the
dangerous zone proposed originally by Japan.
There were many surfing and riding events, mainly
in the zone, but they did not cause capsizzing.
There were no capsizes in beam waves (rz = 90
deg.)

Clear concentration of the capsize events in
the area limited to certain Vfl’ and or. provides
some ground for establishment of a “dangerous
zone“ of operational parameters, which should be
avoided in heavy seas. Such a zone reflecting the
results presented here, was proposed to IMO by
Canada in the document [2] and is shown in Fig.9.

The results presented in Table 1, Table 2
and Figs. 6-9 can be summarized as follows:

1. The tests confirmed that a good design
(inherent) stability is a paramount condition for
stability safety. Only two capsizes occurred for
good stability characteristics in the same
operational conditions in which the model
capsized many times when it had the GZ curve
below the IMO criteria.

2. There is a clear and strong influence of the wave
length to ship's length ratio (ML) on ship's
behaviour and on the probability of capsizing in
following and quartering seas. No capsize

occurred in the smaller waves. Only three
capsizes happened in waves of 2. = 1.42L. The
rest occurred in waves of A. =- 2L and longer.
In steep waves, the energy exerted on a ship
depends on the wave height. The longer the
wave, the larger the wave height, and thus the
larger the energy applied to the ship. The
hydrodynamic forces on a ship depend on the
instantaneous shape of the immersed part of the
hull in the wave. In the case of natural waves,
where the troughs are long while the peaks are
narrow, steep and high, the most unfavourable
wave length is longer than in the case of regular,
sinusoidal waves which are usually applied in
theoretical considerations. In Fig. 2 , the
difference in the shape of the immersed hull in
natural steep waves in comparison with a
sinusoidal wave is shown schematically. It can
be seen that the steep wave with greater length
supports appro:-timately the same portion of the
hull as the sinusoidal one with a smaller length.
However, the height of the steep wave is larger
while the configuration of the rest of the
immersed hull causes larger reduction of the
restoring capability of the ship. The experiments
showed that the most unfavourable length of the
natural steep waves lies in the range
ML = 1.5 - 3.0.

It is hard to fnd any explicit form of
dependence of the occurrence of capsizing on
the operational factors. The operational
parameters affect or generate various physical.
phenomena which are involved in capsizing. '
Analytical relation between the operational
parameters and the phenomena can be found,
and for some are already known (e.g. stability
reduction on the wave crest, roll, etc.). Yet, it is
difficult to extrapolate those relations for a
combination of various phenomena when they
occur together or in a sequence. However, Fig.8
shows that there is a certain pattern of capsize
events indicating a relationship between the
operational conditions and the occurrence of
capsizing.

One of the two main parameters of the polar
diagram, ‘WT, represents the speed of a ship (V)
relative to the wave velocity, expressed here by
the wave period (T). Unfortunately, this
parameter does not indicate the real speed of
the ship, nor the size of the waves. For instance,



the low value of WT could be achieved at a
small speed in certain moderate waves, or at
relatively high speed in larger waves. The
parameter V/T will be the same in both cases,
but the risk of capsizing will be significantly
different. It is not only the range of V/T at
which the most energy is transmitted in irregular
waves at a certain sea state, but also the length
of the main waves in the goup in comparison
with the ship length, which is essential to the
resultant ship’s response. It seems that the
representation of wave length in relation to the
ship’s size (3./L) should be incorporated into the
polar diagram.

5. Almost all of the capsize events analyzed here
lie below the dangerous zone proposed by Japan
which were derived from the maximum energy
concentration in following seas.

6. CONCLUSIONS

The results of the capsizing model tests and
the considerations presented in this paper lead to
the following general conclusions: '

1. Stability safety of ships depends not only on the
desig stability but also on the way in which the
ship is operated in encountered environmental
conditions.

2. Operational parameters, such as loading
condition, ship’s speed and heading angle, affect
the probability of capsizing through influencing
or inducing some dangerous physical phenomena
which contribute to capsizing.

3. The experimental results show a certain pattern
of the operational parameters at which most
capsizes occurred. This proves that there is a
correlation between the operational parameters
and the likelihood of capsizing. Concentration
of the capsize events in the area of certain
combination of ship's speed and heading angles
provides the basis for the definition of the zone
of the most dangerous combinations of these
parameters. By avoiding operation at the speed
and course direction within that zone, the risk of
capsizing can be reduced.

4.

5

6

7

8

Good inherent stability of a ship is of paramount
importance to stability safety. Operational
guidelines are only a complementary measure,
and they would not provide a satisfactory safety
level if the inherent stability E not sufficient.
Any future guidance must emphasize the
importance of good stability characteristics and
request compliance with design stability
standards.

Most capsizes of the tested ship are
concentrated in the area confined to WT =
0.8 - 1.6 and tr = 20 - 35 deg. regardless of the
loading conditions. '

The relationship between the wave parameters
and the ship size is extremely important. The
experiments indicated that the wave length to
ship’s length ratio (ML) is one of the most
significant factors. No capsize happened in
waves smaller than 1.42L. Waves in the range
It/L = 1.5 - 3.0 were found to be the most
dangerous. The influence of ML ratio should be
included in the operational guidance.

The polar diagram, in its present form, is simple
and convenient to use. However, the parameter
V/T does not represent explicitly the factors
determining safety or danger. The same value of
V/T may be achieved by many different ...
combinations of ship speed and wave period,
from which some will represent extremely -
dangerous combinations while others very safe
situations. This is because V/T does not
combine the relative speed with the relative size
of waves. This weal-tness would be removed if
ML is incorporated into the criteria.

The polar diagram has an informative and ’
advisory character only. If the ship’s speed and
course indicate that, in the actual wave
conditions, the ship operates within the
dangerous zone, it does not necessarily mean
that it will capsize. Also, operation outside the
dangerous zone does.not mean that the ship is
completely safe. The dangerous zone indicates
only the largest probability of occurrence of
various detrimental factors or dangerous
phenomena which may cause the ship to
capsize if stability in the actual conditions is
not sufficient. l
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ABSTRACT '
This paper is concerned with the combined motions of sway, roll and yaw

of a ship in quartering seas. Such combined motions happen to be related
to the dangerous situations leading up to capsize which is caused by the
phenomena of pure loss of stability, parametric resonance and broaching-
to. The problem here is the dynamic stability on the combined motions to
obtain some guidance and insight into how to avoid the dangerous situations.
The purpose of this paper is to analyze ship motion in dangerous situations.
Equations of motion are derived for the analysis of the dynamic stability. The
characteristic equation is presented for the dynamic stability with respect
to the combined motions of sway, roll and yaw. The stable and unstable
ranges of dynamic stability are computed and discussed for container ships.
Finally numerical simulations are carried out to show unstable behaviors in
limiting situation at zero frequency of encounter and in overtaking waves of
low frequency of encounter for discussions.

INTRODUCTION

For a ship traveling in severe following and quartering seas, distinct modes
leading up to capsizing are pointed out as follows:

Pure loss of intact stability

Parametric Resonance

Broaching-to

Surf--riding
Combination of these distinct modes

Although these modes a.re big problems to be investigated, the problem here
is the dynamic stability of combined motions of sway,roll and yaw which
is mainly related to broaching mode. The essential features of broaching
are the breaking waves striking a ship in succession. As each wave strikes
it,the ship is forced to yaw off course to such a situation that the steering
rudder is unable to correct the heading in the time interval between waves.
Such a loss of directional control makes it to swing through ninety degrees
from a following sea course to beam seas. The ship is unable to regain it
original course but remained in the beam sea condition even with the rudder
hard over. Sometimes, the dynamic heeling moment resulting from the turn
happens to combine to cause capsizing again at the wave crest arnidships.
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From the observation of model experiments, this problem seams to be
related to the transverse stability and directional stability of a ship traveling
in severe following and quartering seas. With respect to this problem, Wahab
and Swaan[5] carried out a theoretical analysis of course-keeping of ship
in following seas. Grim[4] pointed out that the metacentric height varies
with the relative position of ship to waves. PauJJing[3] indicated the loss
of stability of ship in following seas. Motora et al. [8] pointed out that
broaching--to is likely to occur under the conditions of A/L 1' 2 , X = 20° ~ 30°
and U cos X 2 c. The problem here is the dynamic stability on the combined
motions of sway, roll and yaw. Son [9] has originally treated this problem
for his doctor’s thesis in 1983 and carried out productive works. We are
still now interested in this problem from the view point of how to avoid the
dangerous situation leading up to capsizing. So that we shall again consider
this problem in addition of something new. The purpose of this paper is to
analyze the effects of following items : _

1. Ship motion in limiting situation at zero frequency of encounter

2. Ship motion in overtaking waves of low frequency of encounter

on the dynamic stability by using linearized equations of the combined mo-
tions with sway, roll and yaw.

EQUATIONS OF MOTION BASED ON
HORIZONTAL BODY AXES COORDINATE SYSTEM

Horizontal body axes coordinate system[10] as shown in Fig.1 is _used for
describing linearized equations of motion in a reasonable combination of
manoeuvring motion and seakeeping motion. ‘
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Fig.1 Coordinate systems

We shall first consider the momentums of ship motion including the fluid
motion around the ship hull. The translational momentum LG of a ship
motion is described by taking the unit vectors i, and k in the form.

LG = iLz= +jLyr + kL_,;: (1)
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and according to the equation of Euler-Lamb type, the components L_.,», Ly»
and L_,. along the :::’, y’ and z’ axes are obtained as:

LI: = ( m + m,, )U + mxzgd

rt» = <m+my)v+mt<$a=l-at) <2)
* L_,: = ( m + m,, )W ——— mzsgd

where m is the mass of ship, mm, my and m, the added mass with respect
to the :0, y and z axes directions, sq and sq the displacement of added mass
center with respect to the origin of the coordinate system fixed in the center
of gravity of the ship, U, V and W the velocities along the :::’, y’ and 2’ axes,
and qt, and the angular velocities about the rs’, y’ and z’ axes. _
The rate dLg/dt of momentum is derived in the following form:

an. __ .- .- - di dj dk
<11 '_ 1L”’+JL”'+kL"'+LI£L”'+<1zL”’+EL" (3)

= Kit’ " ii’Lv') +-Kits’ + "i’L='=') + kt-ti
Here, Horizontal body axes coordinate system is defined to take a rotation
about z’ axis, and no rotation about jg’ and z’ axes, but the ship can make a
rotation about y’ and 2' axes, so that the time derivatives of the unit vectors
have to be manipulated as:

<11 .- .15 _- dk__
E2"-‘Jib: a'E"""""'1'ib: 5-0 (4)

Substituting Eq.(2) into Eq.(3), the equations of motion are translated into
the following scalar form: _

(m + m,,)U — (m + m,,)V1;b + mxzgd — my(sG1,b2 -—- Zgtiili‘) = X’

(m + m,,)l'/' + (m + m,)U1,l: + m,,(s,;-;1;iI ——— + mmzgdfb = Y’ (5)

(m + —- mzsgd -= Z’ -1- mg

where X’, Y’ and Z’ are the components of force along the :r’,y" and 2:’ axes.
In addition, the moment of momentum HG is decomposed as:

HG = iH,,. + jH,,. + l<H,_.l (6)
and the components H3!’ Hy» and H,» about 0:’, y’ and z’ axes are
described as:

Ha = (Ia. + J:.:x)‘ii6 —- m,.aaV + [( m + mi )W - mr$oéiVAt

—[(m + m,,)V + m,(sGgZ~ — z.,gl»)]WAt

H,’ = (I,,,, + J,,,,)9 - m_.a:GW + m,,zGU + {(m + m,)U + m,zGé]WAt (7)

—[(m + MAW -~ m,sG£l]UAt
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11,, = (Izz + J_.,,)1i + 'm,,s:GV + Km + m,,)V + m,,(:tG1,i2 - zG<i5)]UAt
—[(m + m,)U + m,,zGd]VAt

where I3, + J1.-at Iyy + J,_,,, and In -1- J,-._-_.. are the moments of inertia plus added
moments of inertia with respect to General body axes s, y and z.
The rate dHg/dt of the moment of momentum is manipulated in the follow-
ing way:

<11-1,, _ _a1-1,. ,.aH,,. AH_.: Al aj an__- = --- -—-- --- --Hm. -—H. __- ,.at ii‘3;>i‘ at H at +1‘ at "Ln: +.az ” + atfl (8)
Substituting Eq.(7) into E‘.q.(8) and using Eq.(4), the scalar equations of
motion with respect to the moments are:

( Isa: 'i' Jzz: + myzG(Wi‘iS _ _ ms$GéV "" ( my “' ms

-( 1,, + J,,,, wt - m,zGU<l - ( as, - m, )zGl/V1,?) = K’

([9,, + J9-y)§‘+'fi'13Z(}'(i/I/5+‘ +m,,.rG(Ud — + ( my — mg )UW

+( Isa: “i” Jar '_ myzGVi-£' = MI

( 1,, + J“ + m,,s:G(U1;b + + ( my — m, )UV

—myzGUqi —- m,_,zGdV = N’

where K' , M’ and N’ are the components of moment due to external forces
ab out the s’, y’ and z’ axes. For linearizing the equations of motion in Eq.(5)
and Eq.(9), we shall now make an assumption that the sway, heave velocities
and all of the angular velocities are small enough to be negligible in the
second order. fiiccording to this assumption, a linearized version of Eq.(5)
and Eq.(9) is completely divided into two groups of the combined motions
of sway, roll and yaw and the combined motions of surge , heave and pitch
as follows:

Group I Linearized equations of combined motion of sway, roll and yaw

(m + m,)v + (m + m..)UlI~ m.(zal — rel) = Y’
( Liza: + J}, ——— m,,zGl'/' — m,_,zgU1,i' = K’ (10)

( Isa + Jsz )1} + m.ra(V + Uzi) — myZGU‘i7 =l N’

4 l



Group II Linearized equations of combined motion of surge, heave and
pitch

(m + + m,,z(;-ti = X’

(m + - i"l’Z-31.33%: Z’ (ll)

(I,,,, +‘J,,,, + ( mm — mg )UW + m,,z¢;~U — man;-;(l/i/' -— = M’

where N’ is the yaw moment including the so called Munk's moment (my ——-
m,)UV. Group I is linearized equations for stability and manoeuvrability,
and Group II for seakeeping. We are now interested in the Group I for
the stability and manoeuvrability of ship in following seas. So that the
hydrodynamic force and moment on a ship with sway, roll and yaw motions
are discussed in the next section.

LINEARLIZED EQUATIONS FOR COMBINED
MOTION OF SWAY,ROLL AND YAW

In order to predict the force and moment on a ship, we ca.n use here the
workable results which have been developed in the both fields of the manoeu-
vrability and seakeeping because Horizontal body axes coordinate system is
constructed to be compatible with General body axes to describe manoeu-
vring motion in still water and Earth fixed axes to describe the seakeeping
motion in waves.
According to such a point of view, the force and moment here are divided into
items of the hydrodynamic derivatives of manoeuvring and rolling motion,
and wave excitation including Froude-Krylov force as follows.

Y’ = Y-5'(V: lb: + YW(X)

N’ = Ns(V=1Z*= 5) + Nw(x) (12)
K’ = -KS(V:iZ':'i51+ 6) + KP!/(X)

Hydrodynamic derivatives of manoeuvring motion

Davidson and Schiff[1] in 1946 presented the side force Y5 and moment N5
in the following forms:

1/av; J». 6) = "Yr/V + Yul -- 1/at
_ _ (13)

‘ Ns(V>¢, 5) = -N1/V - Na‘? '1' -N65

where Yo, NV, Y‘; and N,‘-,, are the hydrodynamic derivatives for the manoeu-
vring motion, Y}; and N5 the hydrodynamic derivatives for the rudder angle 5.
According to Inoue’s[7] practical formulae, these derivatives are described
as:
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1 2d B
Yr; = '§pLdU [ 3 + 1.46253]

1 2d

.. 14
Y. ._. A Lzdyr ii. 25.’. ( )'1’ 2p 4 L

1 3 2d 2d

where L is the length of ship, B the breadth, d the draft and C5 the block
coefficient, U the ship speed, and p the density of water.
In addition, added mass my and added mass moment of inertia Jzz are eval-
uated as follows:

if .my = 5,) A d2(..'c)C(s:)d:s
J3, = gpA’:1.:2d2(:r)C'(.'é)dx (15)

(1—C1)2+3O§0 = _.-(B u~d+dr
where C1 and C3 are the coefficients of Lewis form section.

Hydrodynamic moment for rollin motion3

Ks(V> in sill 5) = (YVV -* Yallbizc - Kyai-1* K55 (15)
where Takahashi’s [6] practical formula is available for roll damping co eflicient
Q

Ify =1 2ay(L,a.~.- + J_..,_..){l + O.8(l ——— e"1°F")}

2 (17)
a as = §1;N2D¢m

1

where Fy is the Froude number of ship, Ty the natural period of rolling, N20
the extinction coefficient and am the mean rolling angle.

Froude — Krylov “force

The hydrostatic pressure p including-that of a sinusoidal waves (y, at any
time t and at the position z’, y’ and 2’, and (y, are written in the following
forms:

p = pg(('y ——— $9 + z) -—- pgee"”’(”) cos k(§G + :2: cos X ——— y sing — ct) (18)

(yy=-—(G+s:9+ecosk(§e+s:cosX-—-ysin3(——-ct) (19)

6



where g is the gravitational acceleration, X the angle between prescribed
course and direction of advance of waves, k the wave number, a the amplitude
of waves, c the phase velocity of wave.
According to the hypothesis of Froude and Krylov, Froude-—Krylov force and
moments with respect to Horizontal body axes are evaluated as follows:

Yp_;.; Q‘ pgeke"’““ (sin X + 1,0 - cos X)

X [sin(k{G — wt) A A(:z:) cos(k:r cos X)d:r (20)

+ ¢ss(1.~=gy - wt) /L A(z) siu(kr cos X)d:r]
KKK '5' —pgV[GM + AGM cos(kEg --— o.nf))¢'5

——— pgeke"“* (sin X + 1/2 - cos X)

><[Sa(rg,,, - wt) /L A(:r)z_., COS((J£B cos was (21)
+ cos(k§G - wt) A A(:r)z,., sin(ka: cos X)-sis]

NFZK g Pgakeflkz’ ($111 X + lb ' C05 X)

><[sin(k§y-, — wt) [5 rA(a:) cos(kz cos X)ds.: (22)

+ cos(lcfG — wt) A :rA(:1:) sin(kz cos X)d:r]

where 1,b is the yawin angle, V the volume of a ship, AGM the change of
metacentric height, A zr) the area of section, B(:s) the breadth of section, and
z_., subsurface of waves.
Substituting these results into E‘.q.(10), finally linearized equations of Group
I are described in the following form:

Equations of combined motions of sway, rolland yaw

(m + + YVV + mysclz + + ma-)U - Yllli’

+Y¢(X)¢ - myzsi = Y(X) - Ya?

-myzyv -- Yvzyv - (myZGU - Yy;zG)z,i' + K.,,(X)¢
+(I.-t. + J..~.-=)i> + Kyi + psV[G'M + AGM ¢<>sU~=£a -- <-“Illa = K(x) + K55

mafia)? + N1/V + (1.: + Jzhl + (Ny + my:cGU)1,Z'
+N1.b(X)l(' - myZGUi5 = Nu) + N65

(28)
7



where Y,y(X),K,;,(X), and N,;,(X) are derivatives of perturbed yaw angle 1,5 in
Eqs_(20), (21) and (22), Y(X),K(X), and N(X) are Froude——Krylov force and
moments obtained from Eqs.(20), (21) and 22). In the wave exciting forces,
only the Froude-Krylov force and moments are considered here since the
diffraction force and moment are assumed to be negligible in comparison
with Froude—Krylov force and moments.

DYNAMIC STABILITY

It is largely because of the reduction in frequency of encounter that course-
keeping in following or quartering seas usually poses more difliculty than in
head seas. For this reason most studies of combined motions of sway, roll
and yaw in rough seas have been concerned with following and quartering
seas. In quartering seas, the frequency of encounter my between the ship and
waves is

my = 2T’r(c — Ucos X) (24)

The term (c—U cos X) can be very small and hence the frequency of encounter
is low or down to zero for the ship in quartering waves of which length is
comparable or longer than ship length. There are two possible situations in
such a frequency range.

c = U cos X : ship motion in limiting situation
at zero frequency of encounter

c > U cos X : ship motion in overtaking waves
of low frequency of encounter

The first one is the situation for the ship remaining on the wave slope of a
wave and travels with a wave. The second one is the situation for the ship
in the waves overtaking the ship at low frequency of encounter. The ship
motions are considered for two cases in this section.

Ship (motion in__1imiti_ng situation at zero frequency of "encounter

Let us now derive the characteristic equation of combined motions to con-
sider the dynamic stability of a ship in the limiting situation. When the
ship is traveling with heading angle X, the rudder force has to be balanced
to the steady force and moment on the ship. So that, the right hand side of
Eq.(23) is equal to zero. From Laplace transform of Eq.(23), the character-
istic equation of dynamic stability is described as

8



—myzGs2 myzrysg §
(m + my)s +[(m + m_._,)U - Yy,]s I
+Yv +Yv»(X) I

(Ins + J.-=..-=)-9’
—'myz,Gs +Ky; s —-(m,,z,_-;U ——— Yyyz.-_-.)s I ___ 0 (25)

E —I/VZG +pgV[GM + QGM +K¢(X) H

I X cos(k§,,_-,)]

(Isa + Jr.-‘J52 I

myzy-.5 -—-myzGUs +(N,y + myzGU)s
+Nv +N¢(X)

A555 -|- A484 -1- A383 + A332 + A18 -1- A0 = 0

where the coefiicients determinant polynomial consists of the hydrodynamic
derivatives in Eq.(25). The characteristic roots of Eq.(27) are obtained as

8;, =0;;,+tb;, it =1,2,3,4,5 (27)

Thus, according to linear system theory, if the real parts of the root are
negative, the ship is stable for the dynamic stability. And if one of them is
positive, the ship is unstable.

Ship motion in overtaking waves, of low frequency of encounter

For the ship traveling in overtaking waves of low frequency of encounter, it
is necessary to control the heading deviation from the prescribed course. In
this case, the rudder angle 6 is controlled by the relation 5 = 60 + clqb where
-50 is the offset rudder angle balanced to the wave force keeping the ship in
the heading angle X and c1 control gain constant. And then the numerical
simulations are obtained from Eq.(23) replaced by the encounter frequency
wyt in the place of lcfiy — wt.

EXAMPLES OF NUMERICAL SIMULATION

According the ways mentioned above, we shall finally show some examples
of numerical computation for discussions in detail. Fig.2 indicates the princi-
pal dimension and body plan of container ships used for computation. Fig.3
shows the GZ curves of the ship in still water, at wave crest and trough
amidships and the GZ curves in waves are obtained from the hydrostatic
force including Froude—Krylov force acting on the submerged hull surface of
the inclined ship. The metacentric height which are obtained from the slope
at the upright condition of the GZ curve with respect to the relative position
of ship to waves in cases of A/L = 1.0, 1.5 and 2.0.

Fig.4 is one example for the characteristic roots of dynamic stability in
case of A/L = 1.0. The real and imaginary parts of root are ploted in the
abscisa and ordinate. The other cases a.re computed in the same way.

Fig.5 stands for the stable and unstable regions of unsteered ships in a wave
of A/L = 1.0, 1.5 and 2.0 for various wave directions. I-Iere {G/A indicates the
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relative position of ship to waves. The ship is at the wave trough amidships
when {G/A equal to zero, at the up slope of a wave amidships when {G/A
equal to 0.25, at the wave crest amidships when fig/A equal to 0.5, at the
down slop of a wave amidships when {G/A equal to 0.75 and at the wave
trough amidships again when fig//\ equal to 1.0. The stability curve of the
ship RR100 is relatively poor in comparison with that of the ship HELIOS
having rich one. The possibility of broaching-to seems to be not so much
dependent on the poor or rich stability curve. But, when the heeling angle is
developed at the wave crest amidships, it will be likely to play an important
role because the intact stability is remarkably reduced. Both of the ships
are unstable at the all down slope amidships. The unstable range become
smaller at the up slope amidships when A/L become larger.

Fig.6 indicates the time histories for combined motions of sway, roll and
yaw of the ship in a wave of the stable and unstable regions for the heading
angle X = 30 degrees. In this limiting case, the ship is traveling with a wave
and the combined motions of sway , roll and yaw are computed from Eq.(23)
under the unsteered condition. The combined motions are damped out in
the stable region and rapidly developed up to capsize in the unstable region
as show in Fig.5 Although the limiting case is of course idealized situation of
ship, it will give us some suggestions to understand the mechanism leading
up to capsize. ,

For the ship traveling in overtaking waves of low frequency of encounter,
it is necessary to control the heading deviation from the prescribed course.
So that we carry out the numerical simulations of ship motion by using
an autopilot to keep the prescribed course. Finally, Fig.7 shows the time
histories of ship motions in overtaking waves of low frequency of encounter
for U/c = 0.4 and the heading angle X = 30°,60° and 90°. It is necessary
for the master to reduce the ship speed to less than half of the wave phase
velocity. _

\
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CONCLUSIONS

A theoretical study was made to outline the dynamic stability of a ship in
quartering seas. Based on the results of this study, the following conclusions
are drawn.

Linearized equations are developed for the combined motions of sway,
roll and yaw to obtain the characteristic equation and to carry out
numerical simulations of ship motion.

The stable and unstable region of dynamic stability are specified for
container ships in limiting situation at zero frequency of encounter.
Two cases are considered about the possibility for broaching-to. First
one is the case completely impossible to keep the prescribed course
when the yawing moment due to the wave force is bigger than the
moment due to the rudder force at the maximum angle. Second one
is the case partially possible to keep the prescribed course from the up
slop to the crest of a wave.

Numerical simulations are carried out to show unstable behaviors in lim-
iting situation at zero frequency of encounter and in overtaking waves
of low frequency of encounter.

For keeping the prescribed course, it seems to be the best way to reduce
the ship speed to the range of overtaking wave.
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Abstract
The coupled, nonlinear and parametric system of

equations for ship motions are introduced. Symulations of
ship motions in regular, beam wave are caried out and a
few symulations of ship's capsizing are presented. A new
method for obtaining damping and added mass moments for
large roll motions with immersing of the deck edge and
taking into account the runing—off the water from the
deck is used. The method of computing of the probability
of ship's non—capsizing' is presented. A relation of this
method to the area of safe basin concept is discussed.
The probability of ship‘s non—capsizing is recommended
measure for ship's stability safety.

1. Introduction

The majority of traditional ship's stability criteria are based on the potential energy
necessary for the oapsizig of a ship. These criteria, in general, fulfil well their task in
various non-resonance cases like gust of the wind or pure loss of stability. But they
can be completely misleading in resonance cases. It may happen, that a reduction in
the height of the centre of gravity (it is equivalent to improving of the ship's stability
in non-resonance cases) could result in fact in worsening the ship's stability in
resonance cases.

The paper presents a method for the assessment of the ship's stability safety in a
resonance case. This method is based on the probability of occurrence the roll
resonance, either the ordinary or parametric resonance. The parametric resonance is
particularly dangerous. It is confirmed by model experiments and also by theoretical
considerations as well: Paulling and Rosenberg [i959], Blocki [1980] [1984], Tiklca
and Pauling [1990].
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2. Coupled and unstable ship's motions leading to its capsizing in beam regular
wave

It was assumed, that the following system of coupled differential equations
describes sway, heave and roll motions of the ship (Blocki [1977]):

'ji+25y_]'/=fy sin(m¢ t+/iy)

2'+2c5':é'+a>:z+Z,m,<I>2=j;sin(c0,t+/1:) _
... . . . . 2.1

l<D+25¢,(l+3;(I>2+...)<D+d,,,KI>2sig12<I>+ ( )
we

“+afi,,(l+ 5, <l>2+...) +K¢,,<Dz+1va cos<I> = f1, sin(a2, 1' +2. .9) '

Factors Kg: and Z M, couple the heave and roll motions (Paulling and Rosenberg
[I959], Blocki [1980]):

d!—"--A bK ,. _P.$_(d._p rt) (2.2)
‘D’ IX+m¢,

s’/M’2..., '0 (2.3)
2(Ix+m¢>)

The factor K$1 makes it possible parametric resonance of the roll.
The nonlinear damping and nonlinear stiffness of the roll are presented in the form of

polynomial expansions:

n((i>) = 25¢(1+;—i <i>’ +...)<i> (2.4)
' k(<I>)=aJf,,(1+a,<I>2+...)<I> (2.5) .

The following coefficients of hydrodynamic forces and moments: my,m,,5y, 5,, fy, f,
and fg were obtained from a computer program called Wares (Dudziak [1984]), which
solves the radiation and dyfraction hydrodynamic problem.

The phase angle between responses and excitation forces (and moment) were obtained
from the following formulae:

,1 y = arctg(~-g-sf) (2.6)
25,m/‘L I = arctg (-5-3?) (2.7)

A (D = arctg (2.3)
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The quantities: (I, +m._,, ), 65¢, and e, were obtained from model tests, the others like

K,,,z,Z,,,,,,, 5, were calculated. Factor d,,, is a damping coefficient connected with the
runing-off water from the immersed deck (see the next section):

<1 - I’ (29)
W-—IX+m,,, '

The initial conditions for sway and heave in simulations were taken from the linear
model of motions in the following manner. The phase angles ay and 5, between
excitation forces and wave were obtained from quoted program Wares. The amplitudes
ya and 2,, were obtained similarly. Then, the initial conditions for sway and heave were
computed from the following formulae: '

yo = ya sin(sy +/ly)
' = ,, a>,cos a +/lyfl y ' ( y y)

z,,=z,,s1n(a,+/1,)
- 20 = zacc, cos(a, +21?)

The initial conditions for roll were assumed to be random (see section 5).
The computer simulations were carried out by the four order Runge-Kutta procedure

‘with a predictor-corrector method, with initial step of integration taken as 0.001 s.
The model presented above can be expanded to six degree of freedom to simulate the

motions in oblique wave.

3. Damping and added mass moment of the roll d_ue to the running-off water from
the deck

There are some hydrodynamic phenomena for large roll motions connected with
immersing of the deck edge (Blocki [1993b]). These phenomena are schematically
presented in Fig 1: the ship rolls in waves (a), at a certain moment the deck edge
immerses into water and the water flows on to the deck (b); the shipbody reaches a
maximum roll angle (c); the water runs-off from the deck during the return phase of
motion (d). It is assumed that additional damping and added mass moment appear only
in phase (d).

It was assumed that no additional moments act during phase (b), but situation radically
changes after the moment corresponding to fl) = 0 (c). Running-off water from the deck
in phase (d) separates on the deck edge and slows down the return roll motion.
Substantial additional moments are connected with this phenomenon. Slowing down of
such roll motion was observed in experiments (Blocki [1979]): a fragment of recorded
roll motion is presented in Fig. 3 both in the time domain and on the phase plane.

An approximate calculation of the moments acting during running-off the water from
deck is based on the principle of conservation of angular momentum. This is explained
in Fig. 2.
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The principle of conservation of angular momentum is aplied in the direction E :

d
——— = R 3.1d , ta. U.) . < >

dm" + do" R (32)r —-———-0 m -—-—-= .O dr " " dr "
From the: equation of continuity we get:

d mu
7;“ = )0 L7,, dA

1-

. . . d ..
Taking into account that u=r (I1, 0,, == ucosti), 0,, =r <I>cos(£-) =y (D and ~—é-£5-=y (I)

(Fig.2) equation (3.2) can be rewritten: +

R, =p<'a=y=dA+p€I?>ydV (3.4)
or

dM=yR"=p<l>2y3dA+pll>y2dV (3.5)
The additional moment connected with the running-off water from the deck could be
obtained after integration:

M = cifipjytda + étipfywv (3.6)
A V

where the integration is carried out with respect to the area of wetted deck A and volume
of water on the deck V.
The approximate formula (3.6) is the sum of two parts: damping moment and added
1118.58 IIIOIHEIIIII

M=1, ct:-t+:,,¢it'> (3.7) _

where I3 = p_[_)/id A , is the third order moment of area A and 1‘X = plyzdV is the inertia
* A P’

mass moment of the water on the deck with respect to the central axis of the ship.
The mass of the ship increases by the mass of water on the deck:

at, =pjdV (3.8)
V

and this mass is added to the total mass of the ship.
Fig. 3 shows a fragment of recorded run of roll motion during towing tank tests with

immersing of the deck edge and with the running-off the water from the deck. Whereas
Fig. 4 presents a numerical simulation of the moments acting during running-off the
water from the deck based on the principle of conservation of angular momentum with
similar conditions. Both runs show fairly good agreement between them.

E



we =a.o [1/3] ti), =0-03 [-1

la

Fig. 3. A fragment of experimental run of cylindrical framelike ship's model wltll U16
slowing down roll motion connected with running-off the water from the deck (Blockt
[1979])

=@.@.t(...1 at. =-w o/$1
1
i

i

83? =0.03 [1/s]

5, =-4-1'» [-—]

Kb?-215 [1/"i52l

Z4,+=1.7 [rn/$2]

9+

onge

=‘3.‘3 l-'1

1.01

0.5

YE
‘1.-

.__-

orveout

ongu

-as

Time do-moin

I
l

|— ‘,-I

Dhtjse plane

$3‘0 -TI

I

J

I
-l

_ .

L 1
I 'I

J I
i l

i
I

1. .

‘i

1- . ~

I_|
2 r
I l F ll‘ .1‘L

_5_,-_-. -at -on -o.2 -0.1 co 01
ongafi

0.2 ~ 1
, l
J 1

I .. .1

_ __ ;_ _- L l

I J F I

! l .
I l l ’ 1

1- I
0.0 " to

mil

Ii

fill

._1

I
| I '

i : i. H» i-0.2 -e It ~ t F

-0.4 It ‘ i
|

J

H||_ .

I l

._1

Q I |

l F ’ iillll i,
l=’ li

2.4- 2.6 .2e 5.0 3.2 _3.+ 3.6 :5.e 4.0 42 44hrnet

6 ’ T



we =e.o [1/B] ‘I93 =0-03 ["1

fA =-40.0.4 [tn] eta it-0.7 [1/s]

8.‘-1.1‘ [1/s] 8a =0-01'» [1/S]

16.‘ =o.s~ lm/$2] $4 ==~—4-3 l-1

M =2.79 (-1 (4. =0-21'»[1/=21
8, =23? [1/$1 A,(,=5-15 H

{.,_ -0.7? [m/-521 l<l>:.="2‘6 [1/“"521

2t,_=l .72 [-1 Z¢¢=l-7 In/5*]
wz= l5_(;;_[»|/5'] Q,-4 Q15 l."-II

-III

g__.

orweoc't
I|—-I

ongu

yfi

0.

P0

‘ ... 1 F 1
f .' ..

I‘ .33‘J , l I .
5 F I | 1" F

Phase plane

J

1.0 2 ~ 3 ,.-1' it ii I ll‘
1 -' I

l J 1I J

J _.

!n

_. 4 _

l ‘ | i r
- J

J

J

' _ l
f-. 1 J

J

I-
‘II
I

l - ‘ 1 i

I-
‘I

J
|xi 1 3

.I

l 3 5' T ll,.. , 1

0.5

._(-1,5 -o..4 -o.3 -o.z -0.1 no 0.1

Time dornoin

g_

' |
._|

(L A It , F 3

. : __ _1__ _ __ .it _ I I 1 E
l I ... I —o

i I

——t

._ . '.-
-I .
‘ ._l

Jl~" 1
A I I‘ 1 I. J

1 .I .

_.J

I
LI

_ - In

ongle 6

l

0.2.-3 3;"; gt 1 . l
J1 1 3 1 ‘ '

0.0 -2

Q 1 J i 1 1 l

1i T 3iJ -
,, I 1 1 1

J P.

—-0.21 - or : r I
onge ". li .iil

I =|
|

I

I I J A

.- '1
-oar . =~ 1 L 2 F iii 3 i

J l A 1
I J

J I-

__, -.__;.L.l
1 ..|__- ‘I

CLO 0.2
L

time t0.4 0.6 0.8 ‘IO 12 1.4- 1.6 1.8 20

. . - - ' ' ‘ d l v th
Fig. 4. A computer S1I‘l‘ll1l8.Il10I1 of the run of cylindrical frarnelike ships mo e t 1_ - ' .. f 11 t from
additional damping and added mass moments connected with runlng of t c tvfl BI‘
the deck.

'7



4. Examples of unstable simulations

A few typical examples of the capsizingis simulations are presented in Figures 5 to 8.
The simulations were carried out for a cylindrical framelike fishing ship's model in a
parametric resonance. A convenient method for analysing of a motion is the Poincare
phase plane (Blocki [l993a]), so the simulations in Figures 5 to 8 are presented on phase
plane and in time domain.

5. Probability of non-capsizing of a ship as a measure of its safety

The randomness of ship’s capsizing is caused by the fact that sea waves are stochastic
and by the fact that the ship is a strong nonlinear mechanical object. The probability of
noncapsizing of the ship is a convenient measure of ships‘ stability safety. This is a
number from the interval [0,1]. The proposed method for the computation of this
probability is based on the Goda‘s idea of high wave groups (Goda [I976], Ewing
[1973]). This concept defines the probability distribution R(j) of the length j of high
wave groups:

Pl(J‘)=P"‘ (1-P) (5-1)
and the mean distance between two subsequent wave groups:

. 1 1E<.:.>=-+— <52)P 1-22
where p denotes the probability of exceeding of the level p by a single wave:

p = Pat. an = exp c-5"-’--Zr.-> ca)

I ._ . . . . . . .... H’-are *
‘ larcfta ttan)

_l__
madam pram: determined warm

randtrn tntfial eaaarrtam
II Hall

. . . . . . ._....._. frespfinse}

raprfrfng
of Jfip

Fig. 9. Capsizing of a ship as a result of the wave group (Blocki [1980]).
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Computation of the probability of ship's capsizing is based on the solution of the
differential equations of ship motions for random initial conditions for the roll. It is
assumed that the ship undergoes random oscilations until it meets wave group and then it
undergoes determinate oscilations. At the moment of occurrence of the group of waves
the roll angle (Do and the roll angular velocity an are random. It is assumed that the
group of high waves can be approximated by means of a regular wave (Blocki [l980]).
This is schematically shown in Fig. 9.

The probability of ship capsizing as a result of wave group of length j may be
expressed by:

- P(Bj.) = I p(lI>, cc) do do: (5.4)
G1

where B}. denotes a random event of ship's capsizing (as a result of wave group of length

I). G; means the initial value plane ((I)°,a0) of initial roll angle (Do and initial roll
angular velocity aro for which ship's casizing occurs, and p(<I>, rx) means the probability
distribution of roll angle (I) and roll angular velocity 0:. The probability distribution
p(<I>, a) can be determined from the Fokker-Planck equation (Caughey [1963 ]):

p(<I>, ar) = C exp {— 0:2 + 0.11., (D2 +-Q-ti)‘ (5.5)

Pffl)
1"-M ....-.-_.._._.....__.........._..._1-

'0.-I

10”‘
to-I

“T I-

10"
10'"
ya-H

10"‘
sea. sfafe

_%*H 
O 2. 4 6 8 (0

Fig. 10. The probability of capsizing of a small fishing vessel as a result of any single
group of high waves (Blocki [l986]).

I3



Constant C normalizes distribution p(<I>, 0:) and has to fulfil the following condition:

I ]p(o,a)d<I>da;=1 (5.6)
-co -co

The probability of ship's capsizing as a result of any single group of high waves may
be calculated as the entire probability by the following formula:

’ P<B> = ZR <1) P<B,-> (5.1)
I

The example of calculations of the probability of capsizing for a small fishing trawler is
shown in Fig. l0 (Blocki [l986]). '

The probability of ship’s non-capsizing as a result of any single group of high waves
can be simply calculated as follows: '

P(A) = 1-P(B) (5.8)
Any group of waves is the trial which may cause either non-capsising of a ship (success)
or capsizing of the ship (failure). The success occurs with the probability P(A) and
failure with probability P(B). The probability of ship's non-capsizing for n trials (that_
is for H groups of waves) is given by:

P.(/1) = [P(A)] " (5-9)

a (A)
1.0

M

as
fh

0.4

a.z
sect sfafe

45675 '0

Fig. ll. The probability of non-capsizing of small fishing vessel during the period of
time t (Blocki[l986]).
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The relationship between four quantities: the number rt of groups of high waves, the
mean period of waves T, , the mean distance E(j,) between the groups of waves and the
period of time t of stay of the ship in definite conditions is given by the formula:

{=12 7; E(j,) (5.10)
Thus, the probability 1-'{(A) of ship non-capsizing during a period of time t may be
expressed by:

1

‘ ~" 1-=:(A) =t1--P(B)1 “i“=’ (5.11)
The example of calculations of non-capsizing during the period of time t for small-
fishing trawler is shown in Fig. ll (Blocki [l986]).

It is proposed to take the probability P,(A) of non-capsizing of the ship as a measure
of ship's stability safety.
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Fig. 12. The area of safe basin (after Thompson and Soliman [l990]).

6. Some comments regarding the proposal of the area of safe basin

Recently many chaotic responces of nonlinear mechanical objects, including ships,
were investigated. A proposal regarding quantifying ship’s stability safety by the area of
safe basin was put forward by Thompson and Soliman [1990], Rainey, Thompson, Tam,
and Noble [1990], Soliman [1990], Rainey and Thompson [l99l], Kan and Taguchi
[1991] - see Fig. 12. This concept, however assumes indirectly that the probability of
initial conditions of roll is constant for the whole phase plane (<I>,,, an), wchich does not
agree with reality. The distribution of initial conditions is definitly a modal one.

My suggestion is to replace the concept of safe basin area by the idea of probability of
ship's noncapsizing. The area G,(@,,, org) of critical initial conditions of ship's capsiaing
can be taken as fractal safe basin space.
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The idea of the probability R,(A) of noncapsizing of a ship as the measure of ship
stability safety (instead of safe basin area) appears to be useful. This measure has strictly
specified physical meaning and sound interpretation. This probability depends on the
time of staying of a ship in constant sea conditions and this feature agrees with common
sense. Long-lasting staying of a ship in heavy conditions obviously increases the risk of
capsizing.

The presented probabilistic concept allows considering a ship in various particular
dangerous situations such as beam wave, following sea, quartering wave, etc.

List of symbols

A area of the deck
A random event of noncapsizing of a ship
A H, waterplane area
b distance of the centre of gravity of a ship from waterplane
B random event of capsizing of a ship
B, random event of capsizing of a ship as a result of wave group of length j

C constant which normalises distribution p((D, 0:)
dA element of area of the deck

d,,. relative additional moment connected with runnig-off the water from deck

e, coefficient of nonlinear part of damping moment of the roll

E(J-2) mean value of the distance between two subsequent wave groups

fy, _/Q, fg relative exciting forces and moment for sway, heave and roll

G, (<I>,,, 0:0) critical initial conditions of initial roll angle and initial roll angular
velocity for which ship’s capsizing occurs

1'_,. inertia mass moment of the water on the deck with respect to the central E
axis of the ship

1,. inertia mass moment of the ship with respect to the central axis
I, third order moment of wetted area of the deck
j length of the high wave group
k(<I1) relative nonlinear restoring moment of the roll

Kg, coupling factor of the equations of heave and roll
m mass of the ship
ma mass of the water on the deck

mu mass of water above the element of area dA

mwm, added masses for sway and heave

mg added inertia mass moment for roll
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additional moment connected with the running-off water from the deck
number of groups of high waves
normal vector to the deck
relative nonlinear damping moment of the roll
proba
proba

bility of exceeding of the level p by a single wave
bility distribution of the roll angle and roll angular velocity

probability of ship's non-capsizing as a result of any single group of high
‘WHVCS

proba
wawe
proba

bility of ship's capsizing as a result of any single group of high
s
bility of ship's capsizing as a result of high waves group of length -_;

probability of occurrence of the high waves group of length j -
prob i'ity of ship's non-capsizing for rt groups of high wavesab -
probability of ship’s non-capsizing during a period of time I
distance between element of deck area dA and centre of gravity of ship

reaction of the water on the element dA of the deck area

value
time
mean

of spectral density of the excitation of roll for to,

period of waves
volume of water on the deck
coefficient of moment of wind pressure
sway and heave

amplitudes of sway and heave motions
initial position of the ship for sway and heave
initial velocity of sway and heave
coupling factor of equations of roll and heave
angular velocity of the roll
initial angular velocity of the roll

coefficients of damping moment for sway, heave and roll

coefficient of nonlinear part of restoring moment of the roll

phase angles between excitation forces and wave for sway and heave
angle between two vectors: velocity '5 and direction E (Fig. 2)
phase angles between responses and excitation forces (and moment) for
sway, heave and roll
amplitude of single wave
density of water
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p level of the exceeding by a single wave of amplitude Q,
0'2 variance of waving
u velocity of the element of deck area dA
on projection of the velocity 0 on the direction H
<1), <l>, 515 angle, angular velocity and angular acceleration of the roll
(D0 initial angle of the roll
co, encounter frequency

oJ,, 40¢, natural frequency of the roll and heave
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