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Abstract : This paper describes a new method for the acquisition of deviation coefficients, B and C, using a single observed deviation
at a fixed compass heading. At first it discusses some problems in the synthesis of two coefficients, B and C, from various observed
deviation values in the four USS warships. Then, new theories and procedures for optimal coefficients, B and C, are dealt with and

then the validity of the proposed method are evaluated. The result of findings indicates that the approximated coefficients, B and T,
can give optimal approximation to an single observed deviation.
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2. 7|& 0|29 AHE

2.1 MARLZ|=b R|FAVE

AAA7) ol E(Alfred Hine, 1968)& o] &3t M) 72
goll e o2 A7 Fhsel A4E o ATE 4

@e2 AAT & ok WA, A7AFE the D2 ek
Rl=3
Xg= Hcos 6
Y,= — Hsind, O
Z, = Htanf)

A7, H AFA Y FRAAE,
A, g AFA ) B, g A% AEES.

a2e)m, AA A g APHRE T 4@ e,
AAFAAEE 71Fe, 2EAR P QR DL AEE 4

bedefightbts2E e,

Xy =aHcos 8§ ,—bHsin § j+cHtanp+ P
Yyy=dHcos §,—eHsin §,+ fHtan f+ @ (2)
Zy=gHcos0y—hHsin@y+kHtanf+ R}

A7) Foks ARl e A AL o A
Epoh

3oz v

=(1+a) Hcos §y—b Hsin 8+ c Htan g+ P
Y¢=—(+e HsinGy+dHcos 8+ fHtanf+ Q (3)
ZS g Hcos 6y—h Hsin 6+ (1+4k) Htan S+ R }
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2 72 5 ok olgtell Al AASet A TRl Ve
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2.2 1Y HR2ofMef XXAIS
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18 Wols] diol e Pobol Mgahz A we Bl udy 4AHel Atk USS THOMASE: 1REF ol
e Uslm @A, BHozE Gew 2ol qus §§  ARFOE AF Azt Hel 93, USS STUMPEE 922
@ goz 488 & Aok EF AFYoR 09d PEG FEES %3 Yok USS

%9 7220 DAW WA DMCE ol8eh= 4% GUADALCANALE: 1MEF do@d +43es durt
nejshd, of A9 gol 4 $@el AAHo] Atk ole @ chdF Pz FAL o8

CHH. SEA A% 99 o AX Gele] 23, 98, gu P2

goll e A4 FHE EAT F Ak

T s F82 + Adnt

8, dA) APE ZRolu, AFA FelMe ATALE
o] &8 WHAMNE F YHNASAAR o8N GPSH &
HINS 3¢ nzAdd)e EF AeRoan AdA 7 USS THOMAS
g FAEES dZgeigin g Y, GPSY INSS| & e
Ao Qg Be EAHES LA v

ool Al 919 A(11) g AU2E o)&3sh, 1P R
A B GE FRE & de AR e Vedy

3. MZ2 KRt A% SR

3.1 A% B, G2l 48 24

A4, TR FES 2L Ye AYIAE A9 A1l
212604 ANG By Co #4890 #8d4E 2
Ea17] fletel, du A2 AFEo] WA Al s 2

S BYF o FHE T =E ATAYAFA 2N TG

~—

USS STUMP USS GUADALCANAL
Fig. 1 Photos for the four USS warships

o I Tig 92 23 sl =
AF4(The Naval Sea Combat Systems Engineering in 2.5, Table 1 Fig. 22_ gdtel 4 _GJZOEQ} gl o
Norfolk)on}\_] ‘%]E_ E‘J——?@' 43‘_139] U]—B_HE- ?j]_zé}v‘ca__‘g] X}i}%-;g 8}1}\_‘ %3151—?:‘_,, Flg 2°ﬂ/‘1 ﬁgl‘% STUWEQ} 57}' 7}—% Z}
(John B. Moore, Jr, 1998) AnZ @aAsted olgstgn, = GAE Hehd 2ok o)e) oish Table 29442 SAELE
Table 1 2t $459 405 5704 A9 0o ofja ¢ 7P A HERaL gl g 5He el die A
|

DR E IR E R

ssh, o) e FOHRMedian), FFMean), EEBAst) T oo AP F= =
o Uehadh Fig, 18 282 EsolAdA B3 o)5 4 FISENHOWERESH 0|48 THOMAS 2 A%+ 49§32
2 5o A THUSS Navy, 2004). Fig. 20 Table #°1 M@ (Westerly)  dxbs dehls,  @712g
19 UErd 2t @8ge gl tid S e GUADALCANALZ 9} A% 89 S8k} ¥ P (Easterly)

8
© X Fig. 18 %389 FAS9 FRuXNE Ayryd USS  BAE e dth o Fd $4 542 4 4
EISENHOWERZE 1093 &3 r g oz Hurt $-8e oMY 7)) Fai 23X 949 =

Table 1 & with 6 and statistics for the &

Ships g 0 0 | so | 120 | 160 | 20 | 240 | 280 | 320 |Median( &)| Mean( &) | std( &)
EISENHOWER -3.10 +2.50 +3.70 +2.60 =270 -6.60 -6.10 -2.00 ~1.30 -2.00 -1.44 +3.73
THOMAS -575 -2.60 -0.82 +1.11 -2.28 -3.05 -5.70 =574 -360 -3.05 -3.16 +2.37
STUMP -0.30 +0.60 -0.20 +0.05 +0.50 +0.50 +1.10 +1.80 +1.20 +0.50 +0.58 +0.69
GUADALCANAL( +290 +047 -0.29 -360 +0.99 +1.60 +1.05 +4.30 +350 +1.06 +1.21 +2.34
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—#- EISENHOWER

—#— THOMAS

STUMP

ri—%— GUANALCANAL

Deviation (degree)

Table 2= 19 (D& ©1 &

g 97k A A~ T8

e

3o

7t e s

Table 2 Approximate Coefficients from A to I

-9

~oefficient

B

C

D

E

F

G

EISENHOWER 1.4

376

191

007

2.19

0.38

-0.76

0.06

-017

THOMAS 316

2.59

0.9

083

054

061

0.29

001

0.06

STUMP 038

073

0.04

-0.08

0.29

0.27

0.30

007

GUADALCANAL | 1.21

2.38

122

0.03

068

018

110

-0.24

UNEA 0 Z AbM A=

Aok

HO A T uw

67T, m’e O

2, §% 450

&
N
>
N1
2
o
2
22
>~1

1
std, |y =[
NTUTN T
o] 7] A,
Eu | N, T an 811 | N, »
N
€y N{ZNLNZ‘EnIN ’

A~ E 9] 5714
sk glont, oheFst A

Agels F~ IHA] 9 3 o147
|

o 1
e, y)?1% (3

(14)

15)

fo

e, | i GHAFE X F Nol oE mel BAEA
n=1,2,N,~1,N, N, 73 23+Fig 29 4=
9, &, 99 AE o A A 24T n o AAHFig
29 AR oul), 8, | v A AEAA FAFY A F
2 N2 @AY no AR e, | o6, | 40 BR

o,

jo

—&- EISENHOWER
—#— THOMAS T
- = STUMP

—6— GUADALCAL

(i)
[ ;) N
1
@ e -
@

Mumber of Coefficients, NC

Fig. 3 Evaluations of deviation residuals according to the

number expansion of coefficients from A to [

Fig. 391X N 7} 54 92 &718 5 std, | y7F A
geHon TAdtn, AFF STUMPEE AYstis N,
=8& A% 49, std, | y< 052 FAHL ok weA,

| Ne Yele ARE I7HH] 9 ZE ALE
Hgalorde o & Ak ey, ke A9, A7) =
|

=
B EBinacle)d] A28 548 AL Juld oz A4 BE

3 Ry
ZHellM E oo AsEe] 943 AFEH ENAE A7
s 2EFoEAM Efc}% T Utk %‘;, olstol M= 284

zEste], ZF A4Eo] o vixlE JFE FAI
Fig. 4= A~ E9 ATEL oz 7IH=Z2 283 H o
A2k 6, | p ok AA AT A3 6,8 2 THER el

thool714, WMol B A8% A9E 5, , CH A%

ot
@ A%E 6,1 ¢, BR CE ABY A58 6,1 4. A,
2CE 48T BFE 8, | apc, A DE 483 3
% 8,1 4p SOE vehdT

Fig. 4olA Hwrdoz §, | g9 6, & A9 260l
Vel wbkel 7o) cosined sine A#9 2E9XE YEhG L,
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@l Ry AzoMe AX-AL g o MBL HSuy

8,% e
AgE, AdEel A 3
o2 Holojz: g 27 Wi 3, | post Hast

8,00 Bk 2, 8, | 4p9) AFE 4PURe 57
& vepd.

[«

USS EISENHOWER

USS THOMAS
T T

nwmmmmuommaw 0
Shep Heading (degree)

USS EISENHOWER

W @ A W I 20 % 34 w0
Ship Heading (degree)

USS THOMAS

USS STUMP
T T

USS GUADALCANAL
T T T T

Dawation (degres)
Devaton (degree)

0 © @ 12 0 20 0 2 @ mw N
Shep Heading {degree)

UsSs STUMP

Fig. 4 Deviation curves for ¢,

W W s w0 2k m w B
Ship Heading (degree)

USS GUADALCANAL

and 8, | y with various

combinations of coefficients

ola1dr A4S £33l Fig. 59 vpelwlch Fig. 5 Al
A B CY WS std, | B 9

4 T T T
Y| R A -8 EISENHOWER | g
- — THOMAS
: — = STUMP
) WG N N —4— GUADALCANAL |- ___]

0 ‘ L H H
c B+C A+B+C A-D
Combination Type of Coefficients

Fig. 5 Evaluations of deviation residuals according to the

combination types of coefficients, A to D

Fig. 59 2%, %19 Fig. 4014 2#E upe} o], A%
Bt Ce9] @gdko] 71 =7] wj&ol, EISENHOWERS & #)|
A3t 8, | g 6, | apc® std | 7t 135 oJWEA
FARE 2 veha, S, | g FFel 5,1 9 dF B
g & ¢ 4 gtk EISENHOWERZE 6, ) pc9d
std, | y 7t 222X, A Bs Chg H&3te] Aas 5
Aelrldle 2R Aoz Addn oE PSR STUMP
std, | 7t 1% ol A5k 2

oH/ﬂ»— B C

& Adstae

A4 F71e 2eisior o
A0 02904 AN s 9E Bet
Pe s AR a7t A e

DYE RO RRAI F

’3}04,
B} 2ol AR o ARAS

= 4 39 0,
Byt C,2 A
U1J+ Uz"‘ Z_—I]
&atx, o] wWel B9k Cyoll tig 24ke 2mzAs B¢
Ty2 =989 thg 24163 4(1DE EAFT

By= U, cos 6,—(1+ U,) cos (8,+3,) (16)

Cy=—U;sin6,+ (11— U,)sin (4,4 8,) an

o} 71 A,

U =4 ey, (18)

Uy= D, +ey, (19)
zbzh
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Al - AHIE
Ao 4167 AN A BAF By, CpE <A 4A A B o Rses 8% A
BTz UL, U d UyE —c BH +c¢ Aol 7P olfrs, weh A H H' 5& %
A wsh AlFITHA ohg A20)9] ZAF AAME ALk B ATolM AxF Ees Bt Cpo 54
e A5-5 dolrr] ¢go|c)
8,1 =%, = Bsin(6,)+ Ccos (0,) (20)
283, 08 HeDE 2ued e | L9 s Falm, 10} - {5~ ESENHOWER
gl | = THOMAS
0 STUMP
I tcc — \/(65_ ’3’ ’ +—CC )2 D Bl- —{}-GUADALCANAL
el T4t Azx®E UH U,E 08 42 7@ '
=, -
(U, Uy) —MIN[E 2(6 1) ] (22)
i=—c¢ j=—¢
oA, el 4a6)3 Aanex #E 4 AF B T /S
ARkt ; !
A% 4% B Col U@ %rke g 40397 Heaz T fe0 00 240 30
Concerned Heading (degree)
sttt A(23)e G014 AA 2A4F 5,9 A B, T
Fig. 6 Estimation results of U, (when, U,;=1.0) according
tgated Aae S| e Abolel aKresidual)e] 3, 2]
: . to &8, with @, on four warships
24+ A2 HAA FAH% B, CE distd Aitet
Ol posh @ 6| e shel A e Fig. 7& 919} 202356 A@67AE ol &) 2 FAol
= V6, = 8.1 po)? 93 HEA AF F4E B Tg 271e Adsold Fig 714
TR O] 53 FAR Qsle], A(23)9 gl Ug =
= 2
el ne = VBl pe o1 ac) e ANE T e e, 2259 B ped EAE 6| pe
o] 714, 2 vetgth @29 e, | gt 2609 6, | peT LHE
8, | e = Bsin(8,)+ CTcos (4,) (o) E71Hel A
Fig. 714, #4% Aage AFE WA dund,
5. | pe = Bsin(0.)+ Ccos(8.) (26) 85| Bc(—u, A £H3 B,CE o]&3ld 4% zapet
S| pe(%, 243 B, Cs olgsle] A3 Aahe A4,
_ 459 g4 BF M2 A EEE JEREA dF 2] ol
4. oI & AE . B )
ojz7b 7hslxl gelE vehdn gl 34, B, Co #&4
4.1 B} S O | pest AA A AR 5.9 AL Aag HeA
Fig. 65 4219 948 24 48 A4 0,8 olgete] o SV E U] Mg v ol Wik 39
* < A9an
o] A ] A TR Y 2
Al HUGRE QAN AT BN ATE Ui g s s g o0 B OE olgal
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2 @l O M E IR e S.] e Atole) Bahe] ASE ARE A9
2kA, 971X 9 8, & A8g Zo| Hrh _
1 2 02 Ustdied vk, e | g(5, 24 Z4F B
Fig. 6oll4, 8, ] wstel wpebal U, o) W3} ol a4 1}
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