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A Study on the Comparison of Resistance Performance
for shape of fin keel of sailing yacht
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ABSTRACT : The keel attached on bottom of hull part prevents yacht from flowing sideway by sailing posture. So this study has
compared with characteristics of resistance depending on the shape of the lower part of fin keel in the same surface of water
submersion , we have attached three different types of models of lower part of fin keels to the model ships using circulating water
channel and analyzed resistance characteristics per shape to arrive at the optimum shape of reduction of resistance.
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Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of C.W.C
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Table. 2 Principal Particulars of K1 (bulb)
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Fig. 4 Keel with bulb (K1)
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Table. 3 Principal Particulars of K2 (Long-span)

Fig. 5 Keel with Long-span Wing (K2)

Table. 4 Principal Particulars of K3 (Short-span)

Fig. 6 Keel with Short-span Wing (K3)
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Fig. 7 Model test of 0° Heeling angle

Fig. 8 Model test of 15° Heeling angle
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Fig. 11 Comparison of K3 Cr Curves
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