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A Study on the Drift Characteristics of Person-in-Water
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Abstract

To understand the dynamics of a drifting object, an analysis based on fluild dynamics theory is

presented. A simplified anal

ysis shows a consistency with the linear formula currently used for search

and rescue mission. Also an experiment using miniatured human models has been conducted to study

the dri’t characteristics of Person-in-Water. The tests were carried out at the water channel facility

and the models were tested in different positions and styles. The measured drag coefficients for

human body ranged over 0.
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Fig. 1 Sketch of Water Channel.
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Table 1 Comparison of Average Drag
Coefficients for Different Clothing.
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