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Abstract

As a subsequent work presented in Ref.[1] which deals with the global dynamic
wave loads in the classification rules, further studies on such as the dynamic pressures
above load waterline, motions and accelerations and other local design
loads were carried out.

Frequency domain 2D linear strip theory is employed and statistical analyses for
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the concerned ship responses were carried out for the 17 existing ships to derive simple

and descriptive formula which can be used as a guidelines at preliminary design stage
as well as a part of classification rules, The calculated results and thereby proposed
formula are compared with those of other available data, and will be incorporated in
the rules for steel ships of Korean Register of Shipping.
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