21

K OE O OE B 2 i
21 HAW 1984@ IZE
Journal of the Society of
Naval Architects of Korea
Vol. 21, No. 4, December 1984

B BT HEER0 S BiE AR BAZEO RISt WK
Moox O mr-& M B

A Study on the Optimum Hull Form Development

based on the Minimum Resistance Theory
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Abstract

As a way of overcoming or improving the great depression in the world shipping and shipbuil-
ding industries, a great effort has been made on the development of fuel-economic hull forms.

Recently, the author(s) had presented part of the results of his study on this subject (full slow
speed ships) in PRADS 83, and are presently carrying out the research program on the same
subject for fine fast speed ships. This paper is the introduction and summary of the basic concept

and mathematical treatment applied in this research.
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