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On the Calculation of 3-Dimensional Strength of Oil Tanker
by Slope-Deflection Method

S.J. Yim* - J.H. Km**

Abstract

In the recent years, the finite element method has been a leading method in calculating the st-

rength of ship hull structural members. But such a calculation has many difficulties in constructing

data, reducing CPU-time and connecting it with optimal design.

This paper describes more efficient method for three dimensional strength calculation of the hull

structure of oil tanker by using the slope-deflection method, and the computer program based on

this method is developed.

The results of the calculation by using this method are compared with those by using the SAP4

program based on the finite element method.

Some advantages are obtained from the application of the slope-deflection method described in

this paper on the calculation of the hull structure of oil tanker.

1. M =2
AAA=E A= $iess FALH Z4UE
Wl 2alo] v 7 &7 —A WG 5ol da A et
] Ao o 2H

Zof UAR AFHAF FAGoEA
g AR ARE T2
Asgs 2 AR FT 2&
& A 27 uﬂ% | esdls Tz
ges, 74 zdzdAE FResdE

: 4.ﬁﬂ% 2A
4 55 =9

£

¥

2

]

Ay

i

}ru

r_u ofr

ﬁo}m—lﬂn&,f&

BEZAE
*E@A, ALxBR b TR
wEEgh, A SRR KBk

()54 F2d Wzd.

© 19864 5H12H, BEZEF 19864 TR 28

AR Fzd E44 wHEd Addez AAY 0
wol A s, AF data Ao HAsz AR F
o A7 e CPU timeo] uhatA o=+ ZAE
zd gtch. =3 o 9e CPU timed it 48F

m%u A2 4AE Sq8ed deld AR 34
Aol g.qlo] =<}
Cas olshae feasds BAE 2ane A

ATzl A Ang dge] Aol ¥
a7+ 9

E =RdAE 44 Tz FAd ®Wel AddAE
bracket2 7tEA AT F IT spanpoint.‘l] A
o mqdtd seA—AREEL FAsex, o AE



28

—AAHE AA G2 FETeozn A4 2=
F R AEFoR 4T & gl g AAEH,
of o sz HzAdY YAZ=E 4L AT
W8 programe] Aol A& T3t

A7l AT dFA dAT2E A4t = A
EE cAAFH, 53 489 g8 =EA "}E}‘%a—
gl E£w Nishimaki, Yamaguchi ¥ —A AWl

A% HHAAE AEAG vzt = A% 2 g
AL 5P A 1~3).

FTUAAE(11]) e —A AL 449 AFE ¥
Ao Ageto] WE programg 7N EE vk e, (11)
of Al & bending spanpoint =t F& ZA & A sz F
WERaA 5 AFE FAS 2348 4¢ FPA
£, EFdoldAE e A ASE 4
Aot

A=
£ =T

L 71&7]

e (11)9] wg & v e x4 g
E4HE(FEM)E T3t A4
Y Jge w3ty =3 midshipf£9) 5 transverse
bulkhead A}e] & modellingdls] FHEFAEd HA
= 233 33944 ¢ FYsg e, 24 M zAE
£ Sleted FHeadd 23 Tz 48 program
packageql SAP4E A28l v

shear spanpoint

2. Bracketn} ZcHHEo| Hatg T
g JlE7—xy 43y

Fig. 19 (a)¢} #e] bracketo] &-& 27t Ftel A
AFEAZEE Mapdt Mpad RSIES Agds,
= Aolel A 449 ExisFol F&3A =H4d (b)
o e FA Rgoz 4P S dodA dd o
A4 e FA g FAYFgozd A XHold
st ¥4 344& Jebdd o« g 3
7+ 949 OpE HEH AL 479 For FEE T I
o},

04=04(TY Z9u=d &7 A7)

rojA RSl A% HA)
+o(FA A7)
FCA(RE8F & FAA)
v A 2
05=04+03+4+Cs )
A4 FY ReAES 9% d gA4A4E T3] A
ol Fig. 19 (o)} Fol, %9 bracketd bending

EHE - SR

oy
/ AN

(b)
> %)

A B
© ).
yaw i
ba | Le | ba
1 1
L
‘el

/‘*Q"" -
’ z \\
ézA ez B,}Mn.

X s

L
R,\:—M—"—'—fm Rg=R,
(@

Fig. 1 Deflection of a beam
spanpoint?tF FA 2 X &ste] AAGAE TLEHA
DE B9 okghe] 7t Map, Mpadl BESREA FE
&%= 7%, Castiglianos] A= & Ap&3td ¥kl 3
A4E T rd g3 Zd,

s Mgl ., Msal

0a="3g; fi— gl &

s Ml s Msal

O5=—"5Er 351 12 @
o714,

Aol 4
i) o4

Journal of SNAK, Vol. 28, No. 8, September 1986



Z1gA—AAE 4 F24d9 44 F= A4

f,,:(l—%)a (3—")2 (€)
(3)4 9] b4, b= bending spanpointd] Zeo]E el
v £ =Ed A Inoguchi®t Yamaguchiz} Al qhgt
A & AHSErd e 2).

EL3F gol FdolAl Mas, Mpad ZHHES F
48tE A%, FBAAFAA Rs, Rpl ¥ o] HA4

3 (Fig. 1 (d)) o] 2 ﬂz‘sM o AH
Fgoted AGHF L QoA At o] AHHE A o
& g A 6, ke & ‘]‘-

s Mapl Mgl

03=3gr it ggr &

s — MABl s 1 MBAl

0= 5r1 &+ 3mr /b @

o7 A,

e _ s 3EI 1 1
fA_fB_V(;ZT AL dx,

g= SGElf f —d z=2f; )

@A WAE (DA AYdtel Fatn FwH3
7 6,9 0 THE3E el e,
MABl

0a=05+05+d+Ca= 3EI (fa+FfD

Mgl

GET =(g"—g)+¢+Ca 6)
05 =04+ 05+ Ca=— -2l (gb—g7)

Mpal

3);’} (fgrTys+¢+CP (7

©)AF (DAAA Mgt Mpas T8z %= o] & 9]

23l e wEE FHEe FEF 2o
Map=ko(2F sp0a+Gagbp—Dang) -+ map
Mpa=ko(2F 2p05+Gapfa— Dpag) +mpa
Rap=—ko/1(Pspba+Qapfp—Capd) +rag
Rpa=-—ko/l (Papfa+Qasfs—Capd)+rpa €))]

w, ko= ZIEI

Fag=3(f i+ F3)/FF, Fsa=3(fi+ f)/FF

Gap=3(g?—g*)/FF
Dap=2Fap+Gap, Dpa=2Fpa+Gaz
Pap=Das/l, Qas=Dsa/l, Caz=Pap+Qus

FF=4(fh+f(Fi+rD—(g—g")?
map=—ko(2FapCa+G4sCs)
mpa=—ko(2Fa5Ce+GasCa)

KEERE e H23% # 3% 1986F 9A

29

ra=(map+mpa) /14728
rea=(map+mpa)/l+res (¢)]
rag' 8t rpdE HXEF 7 FttH-E vt

3. JI27—xEH 2Et REMY
UR 2= S

$zAd A& —AAY g A3t B Hol7
3 &ted web frameo] 3ol = strut® 3He FEAH
Zot3) A Ale] & Fig. 28t #eo] modellingdtch.
plate?A &2 web framed] 7AW FE FEF2 A
gale] side shell®] z¥}3ko] did 74-%& web framed]
ulg % B89 flanged A, zelz FAH 2Pl
98 24e web framed] <IF R R flangeo] A,
8 F& Aoz 3, side shellst AL 2%
o] & FANE AR E B2 ARE F A =28
deck @ bottom plateo] 3 E o]t HALR HA L
AgsA Ao AA F= KH“ Aolel wlsl  Zolst
AL Holug 9y Wy FAA2 T
Z271 & side shellz} 3 A ¥ o] ‘%.‘4'% Xt 2FZFeR
2ot

AEH el o uAWFS HAHNY FFE F
ol ] 918 Fig. 33 7o) strutd] A7t M web
frame9 # & g & A 23,

nAdEE A 2HIAZ 68 FAIAS ¢, T
ZRA L] T o5 4y P2 vE F I

25
w4 AA JAAL 4w Fze HFd A4
W Eo]  fa=0,=0015 @A 6:(G=1, 2,, n—2)
E (n—2)A7 248y BANg o2 4%
YL FAE=z v FE #AAS AF A
¢1:¢4:"':¢m—2
pi=¢iy1 (i=2,5,, m—4) (10)

@A fn1d S TS ZF R+OHAS EAT
. 322 ol F9 R4 AL Fig. 49 FA #2
' Aoz v, 9474 ¢it 3‘"}% 7 5 ¥
AES AL g 1A S o B
o2 sty
0 "lgel P structge] A Gl T4 47
s 2@, AA F n=2k+62 BFA JeEZ,
ol Ao nAwlFg AEE strute] A kY FFE B
AstE, 2+ web frameo] W3 A (38+12)7F =, web
frames} A4E Nolebsld & vlAdFd AsE o
&3 Z.
TN=(3k+12) xN an



30

s - &k
/x

!
’

4
SIDE SHEL, /

L.BHD

N

CENTER G!RCER

L.BHD

M
\A

/
]

\
\

\
W
\A

>/csmsn GIRDER /

f
\(— \/

/

/

WEE FRAME (F}

v
Fig. 2 Modelling of a tanker (between transverse bulkheads in midship)
P R P
B
1 -t 3 — — lN—1
|
ﬁ L
&l Oy |
o ¢2 {
4] o [« 0 h '
| Y ; 1y
ot = L" ~ ~
Ry T T
wsk [~—5] ) I
E o,
"3 o Pke2
n l \
[ |
N3 =] + N3 1N V ¢1 ¢k,4 |

Fig. 3 Left section of a web frame

olo] ggatE WAAE 4 ARAAY B4RE F

§2A5 24T F8s= AR Yz, =29
= 23459 ARPAREY F¥ & ok 2 2
N4 BeRlE YY2AL et 2ok

Fig. 4 Member rotation angle

Mi it M i+ M is0=0
(i:1,3,5,"', n—3, M1,—1=Mx—3,n—1:0)
M; oot Miyio1+ M i2=0

(i=2,4,6,-, n—2, Myo=M, 1) 12

Journal of SNAK, Vol. 23, No. 38, September 1986



A7l —A A 9% f2

S (a—-2DA 2R = 7 ostrute] AFE z
5 ¥ A3 BPzzlozry
Rijie2t Rijiia+Ritt, i1+ Rist,i+a=0
(i=3,5,--, n—5)
FHYg XA Eol A5
o AdHe] H$YPxdoe sy

7-3

Z=:1Ri,i+1_Ps:0

A9 dA A= 4y

n—=2
i2=2Ri,f——1_R2,n—l_Rn—z,n+PL:O

Rn—l,zh P2D =0
Rn,n—Z—“%_o (14)

E A U Uy FAnE 9yEe 1w
# (=34, W3t (n—2) AAHY 22T 2
okok gt

Hebd e 28 BA 4L
DD equation).

L
T

=g 5 A=H(TO-

Lygo+Lsgs+ -+ Ln-spri1=0 (15)
(&5 Laga+Legs+++ Lin-3gps:1=0)
ol ol A Tat A FALE G2 2ok
TE=Gk+9)XN (16)
DA (16)4 ¢ v=zsld LS4 A4L  strut

Aol FsAl FAGXNIAZ FFed. oze

31
——— T T ——
- {Yor Yer ‘I\\\
A N
e N
/1 N
Ve N
e AN
A= _ =N
iz Te. BHD N
: N
gH N
Ld -
A N
/] N
A N
ﬁ Lw LC L.c Lw \
N
-R -(R+R) -R
1. L.
i

Fig. 5 Deflection of transverse bulkhead

FTHE FAES] AdAA =LY 7€ 5 9.

2 E=EAAE web frameo] 3¢ A Lo talA E
W FAEY GgE mHde P AHA At
=5 3z7lch 7t web framed W ey A A
Zoz¥H 7 FM A% 34 Asseoh.

Fig. 59 zto] 433 a9z Zasze 2
AW 3} center girdery: F3le] Ao Azdd

P
T

e — y ,/f-r-"”‘T‘““ﬁ\\ k.

A= i | Yom Y;;\ ~~ N A% L ¥ea | Y LV Wk
/1 N 7] N
7] N N
4 N A N
A N /1 N
A N A N
1% - N A2 N
A: SIDE SHELL 3 AS L.BHD 3l
A" N A N
4 N ] N
/ N 7] N
/ N N
/1 N A N
: N

1 0 I 1 KM 1T T 1 R
. .
= Psa =Psta =Psr ~-A. ~PLu -P.r
L IL L ‘{

(o)

Cb)

Fig. 6 Deflection of side shell plate and longitudinal bulkhead

KREEEEEE £23% 5 35t 19865 9A



32

olF| g HE AHA AL wiFgL dosA &
. 26, JFH L Aolo] #lste Yo} EE3
Aonz FTYELUES g8 AAL FAdz A
o] g AWk mEdE Fyad(3).

w2t FZ W5 center girderst FFIE X Eo A

o #A%F AwALE T e e
yr=— zc Y (S(Po+Pe) +25Py)
+ éXT XwTLT(l—‘Ié—T) an
@, Kr= IL‘;’
Yor=— 4GA {Z(Pp+Pg)+4KrY P}
T as)

F A9 5} gide shell plated] XA AA L 383}y ¢
WA BA A& 482, side shellzl 34 0)
€ TAFGo 2 ¥oonE side shelld oF
olel FAHL geto] yputE AR 3
IAA A, = RE F39%E $AH3L web
frame=} 3 A o] wki=clx 7148} side shello] & o}
Fi FEEFo FEIA Fon, FARY FAH )
Zr#etg e §30] web frames Fote] A o] side
shell# 492 Fig. 69 #& sF4elol FolA =
o,

olu] 7+ web frameo]

%ot 2.

o

a3

wo re £ &

N

L
i

ki
o,

o
ir_;l,r-ln:

Avte FEeAL A FL

YsF=— 16GA +—(8Psr+2Psu—+Psa)

(Psp+2Psu~+Psa)

Ysm=— 8GA

Ysa=— 6GA ——=——(Psr+2Psu+3Psa) 19

YLF=YLT— (8Prr+2PLu-+Pra)

16GA
e (Prr+Pru+Pra)

YLmM=yLr—

SGA

YLA=YLT— —~(Prr+2PLy+3PLa) (20)

16GA

ol o} 2L FA W side shell®] X% 2 7 web frame

g e dgAN HEH web frames] 731%A

zA23E g3 2L AN AFFE ¢+ 4+

yi—ysi=¢1ilw (i=F, M, A) @n

194 2oAE DAY Ad3d &3 g2
MY A&+ F 3l

RS - 3R
,1' Yoo . — ‘}‘3&- T e Yo
. ] |
TFou ™™ ~R
z. e s
H . ‘ =
1
| . L |
' {

Fig. 7 Deflection of center girder

(14%0Co)Pre+ (14§ 6Ca)Pra+ (14 5Co)Pra

—136¢CSPSF—J.8.¢CSPSM_ilélPCsPSA

+ 35 (Po+Po) +GArpir=3wrLr(1—Kr)
(1+56Co)Pur+ (144 9Cs) Prs+ (14§ oCo)Prs

—§¢CSPSF—§I_¢CSPSM—J§¢CSPM

+3 5 (Po+Po) +GArgiu=1wrLr(1—Kr)
(14 150Cs)Prr+ (14§ 6Cs)Prss+(1+ f50Cs ) Prs

— llég,cspsp—%gocspm—l%gocspm

+%Z(PD+PG) +GAT¢1A:%wTLT(1_KT)

(22)
_ L _ _ Ar
iy Co=4 A O 4
=3} deck center girder® Fig. 75 & 54

of EolA HAtl. FL& Aoz d FEL girderd Fxt
of ¥.2 bracketg spanpoint® X 3l FA 7 d F
Folh. girderiz Zele] 3 zolst AA Fom=
FTREFUES g% AT 3ok &5 T web
framee] A= “—‘?—01 iAe AdF: G 2o
YpE=Ycr— ﬁﬁ‘ (CprPpr+KpiPpy+ Kp2Ppa)

YpM=Ycr— 6EI — (Kp1Ppr+CpuP pu~+KpsPpa)

ypa=Yycr— GEI (Kp2Ppr+KpsPpyu+CpaPpa)
(23)

2, Cpi=ai(1—ai) [vu-l-a.'(l-—a.-) {2ai(1—ai)

1
+%p} ¥l ]

Journal of SNAK, Vol. 23, No. 3, Sepiember 1986



1A —A el g3 F249 9A A= A4

Kpi=ar(1—an) [7717— (ap—am)?+am(l—ar)

1
X (ap—2aray+ay+7p) m]

Kpe=ar(l—as) {vb“(dF“dAV-l-aA(l—aF)
X (ar—2aras+aa+7np) 71*J

2np+1

Kps=ay(1—aa) [m— (ay—as)?+as(l—anm)

1
X (apm—2amaa+as+5p) —— To 1 ]

a}::i, a‘u:~l‘l~, aA:—lA—— i:F, AM,A (24)
Ip Ip

Ip=spanpointate] & 7 o]
= 239 2 deck center girder?] # 7€ web frame
g (m—DHEA FAE GG AT oY AT H 2
2RY g 2 AAAE F2T 5 QA
Ypi—yLi=¢nis,icLe G=F, M, A) (25)
DA DAL @A ded e e
3 wAAE T8 +

%QCBPLF-F ’LyJCBPLM““ I]”éc,oCBPLA

— 2K
_<SDCDF+J'T4‘21<I‘§L>PDF (SDKD1+ 14K T >PDM
- —2K

"(S”Kz’ﬁ 141%:KT >P"A“ 1412< =P

rlr (3 4k

<1 ~W<—>GAT¢/«4O,F— w

Jg“(,oCBPLF-i— '}1' oCpPry—+ ‘é‘quBPLA

— (SDKDrI— 1—2Kr )PDF* <SDCDM‘|'~1—2—KT~>PDM

4Ky 4Ky
_ 1—2Ky _1-2K7
(SDKD3+—4IT )PDA iKr 2P¢

+<1—2—K—>GAT¢M3 M= wTLT (3—4K7)

J—;anPLp-F‘Lg;CBPLm-%- —'(,DCBPLA

(oK o+ A 2K YPor—(SoKpe+ L2 VP

1—2Kr _1-2Kr
<SDCDA+ Ive >PDA ik ZPg

+(1—711€T~)GAT¢M,A: wTSLT (3—4Kr)  (26)

bottom center girder® ¢ A HZ o wiwo
2 3t A AAZAANE FEF F dEH
@6)A el hE3 2E AHE Fozg 349 AL T

KREEMBEEE H23% 5 39 19865 98

33

H INPUTDATA ﬂ i FEMi {Uniform
' Distributed Load)

SPANPOINT (Calculate Bendlng\ )
Spanpoint & Shear Spanpoint) ﬁﬁé&l&nﬂ;ﬁ

j

FEM (Galculate Fixed

End Moment) FEM2 (Arbitrary

Distributed Load)

I

COEFFMAT (Construct |
Coefficlent Matrix) |.J! EQUIL (Force &

I Moment Equiiibrinm)

NOMENT (Calculate Moment
LONGI (Effect of

& Shear Force} ~ 1l ILongitudinal Nembwrs)

Ountput

atop

Fig. 8 Flowchart of SDM-1

¥ &
(AR D-G, G-D, ¢ra—dru @n
AFAA FUFEALEY Jgoafy 9(=3xN)

AL AL $ragons WA FALE wAH
29 4o Fe (3k+12) X NAZ =k weha o]

48 HAEL GhH12)xNY 14 93844 F£ &
Az AR5 o GPERAE FIA 4 wAUFE
Fetz o AL (8), @)Ae] HAste] AR 2]

o wy g kA "5
AE 722 e A48 249 A7
%8 42 $18 programql SDM-1¢ HA4¢ flowch-
art7} Fig 8o Y}EFY ¢t SDM-1& web framed]
frame®] strut®] 7 ol FA3A A&
e Sil% ‘?r?f—’ﬂ & programe] =}

4. H AHE T}

£

Hm HE

Ag

AL A Wz AEE ¢ Fig 99 2

<
Ar2E &

47,000DWTH fz24¢ dAd% vz
g4 7129 Tz 44 program packaged
e

SAP4E AH£319 €4, SAP49 data? 4% 913t Fig.

9¢] A A& Fig. 107} #o| modellingsld vt SAP4-1
< AA TS s}v«l ﬂMM =¥ 5o Fig. 29 7
& gAY 4837 13E=HS modellingdt Aotk o7]

A roller® A A= 7374]_1_711_?__ yEuhskel HALESL
AT 2E W9E 75T A v 33 24
o e d5EE LR FAE A4 949
287 1-& "#etgdch SAP4-2= SAP4 data FJ & B



34

EHA - SHE

| S S S A O
— ns g
a e
— N}
g e
Il o
<| |1a00
12
— .
L_‘ N 155‘:1;][58 Z] ).2
m v ~ P
Sy g | ¢
gl 9 12 = £l 11s x
A48 g ;
b L _ K 190x16 .8 . :
-
B 2 |
. . ]
g b (
LN IRH ns
&
- 195225 4F.B A
12
™ Pl
e ({_
. 300x125.8 &l
o 12 o S
[rrf C '
| Cooerrl porrrrold
34N 5,400
15.100
{a) Left section
289

[=

[o}

o~

|

J——_l /—

i N E

&

o] 532.3
g T 1w
@,
oy ] \

o T 2\ 5323

O B -

o™

o i

3764 q2481 §_8% & 3 % & 4 B 8 3 4 4
—{" I
/
§ 376 4
™
w —————— INITIAL CONDITION
LOADED CONDITION
(b} Plan (¢) Load condition

Fig. 9 Dimension of 47, 000DWT tanker (ship 1)
Journal of SNAK, Vol. 28, No. 3, September 1986



AeA—ARgel 4 Fz4de 44 A= A4

35

—+— gpanpoint

P ] R
— 4 ' T ' ;—%
4
[ 4 J—k

R

{b) .SAP4-2

Fig. 10 Modelling for SAP4

o 78 aA 8= CPU timed A %317 Astdg B =
2o SDM-1dlA & F¥A 49 (P)E°] 7 web
framesi] 2}%—?‘?}‘&},\_ 23 §te web framewh-g vl
el 244 4¢3y A% Add AgAee AR
3 £ Ao|rtt. SAP4 modeldl A Ab&-5  spanpoint+
bending spanpointe] tt.

Z wpgo] g &l 445t Table 19
o714 SDM-1¢&

KRBt H23% B39 19865 9A

vbeht 9ok
bending spanpoint$} shear spanpoint

%711*575405 Fae A Yt BeFd 9% P9
o}t}. Nishimaki(1)J€-& shear spanpoint® wWZE
T?S]—X] 923 bending spanpointul-& F&he] bracketd
Agstm ol 2¥E A% AP ¥ 834
=, 2 =FdAE o Wi &M x programe
a4 ste] (SDM-2) = Z 1% Table 18 SDM- 20 A
9t
Table 1614 R uksh o] 7 whie] AMA o=



36

EEH - &0
Table 1 Results of ship 1
Ay SAP4-1 SAP4-2 SDM-1 SDM-2
+ N\ 23 M(ton-cm) [R(ton) M R M R M R
L 1 8223.0 -19.2 7657.0 -17.6 8920.9 -20.8 8234.2 -19.1
2 B8418.0 -19.2 7590.0 -17.6 9113.4 -20.8 8349.4 -19.1
5 1 -B223.0 28.7 ~7657.0 27.5 -8920.9 30.3 -8234.2 28.7
3 -6804.0 31.2 ~6753.0 30.1 -7209.2 32.7 -6793.2 31.2
N 2 -11080.0 49.6 [ -11900.0 51.6 | -12827.2 54.0 1) -11240.6 50.9
4 -3122.90 -9.6 -3301.0 -7.7 -3647.0 -5.3 -3182.3 -8.7
A 3 490.3 -1.1 469.5 -1.1 925.1 -2.2 510.3 -1.2
4 491.7 -1.1 479.9 -1.1 947.9 -2.2 513.6 -1.2
3 6314.0 -10.8 6283.0 ~10.1 62841 -7.4 6283.0 -10.3
> 5 -6104.0 13.9 -6300.0 14.6 -7164.7 17.3 -6230.0 14.3
4 2631.G 32.4 2821.0 32.4 2699.1 34.6 2668.7 32.7
6 & -987.9 -48.3 -1187.0 -48.2 -1812.4 -45.9 -1085.6 -48.1
5 ~1929.0 4.4 -1953.0 4,4 -1545.6 3.5 ~1946.1 4.4
7 6 -1866.0 4.4 -1891.0 4.4 -1452.9 3.5 -1883.0 [
5 8033.0 -58.8 8253.0 ~58.0 8710.3 -45.7 8179.9 -58.3
8 7 ~-3257.0 7.3 -2796.0 6.6 -1614.8 5.8 -2963.1 6.9
6 2853.0 24.4 3078.0 24.4 3265.2 17.1 2968.6 24.6
s 8 6727.0 -89.9 6507.0 -89.9 2662.5 -97.2 6589.1 -89.8
7 ~3485.,0 8.2 -3688.0 8.6 -3674.5 8.0 -3637.9 8.5
10 8 -3582.0 8.2 -3768.0 8.6 -3273.4 8.0 -3724.5 8.5
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(b) Moment diagram

Fig. 11 Shear force and moment diagram of shipl
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