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Estimation of Harbor Operation Rate of Onsan Harbor Based on Ship Motion
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Table 3. Computational conditions for ship motion analysis
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Table 5. Loading and unloading allowable wave
height of Onsan Harbor (unit : m)
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Table 6. Computational incident wave condition

conditions
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NE 35 7.2

ENE 2.5 6.2

E 2.5 6.2

SSwW 4.0 8.0

Sw 4.0 8.0
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A £2:10,000 ton
W P3: 5,000 ton

*

X

.,
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Fig. 9. Location map of each berth
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Table 7. Relative wave height of each berth
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Table 8. Estimative conditions of operation rate for

Onsan harbor

A4 4 2 a9 oo
Pl GurstEA | 50,000DWT 60°
P2 gurst&4 | 10,000DWT 60°
P3 gutFEMN | 5000DWT 60°
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