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A Prediction on Running Attitude of High Speed
Planing Craft
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Table 9 Variation values each of iteration

(25kts)

static | st 2nd | 3rd 4th | Exp.
Teom)| 17 1076] 1154 1108 L115| 096
Taom| 17 1943 2003 2024 2025 2252
Trim
depy| 00 142 139 150 149-2114
o 00| 0867 0849 0916 0910
C
(xiy| 11943 6457 7.005| 6622 6640
L) | 0.257] 0131 0.145) 0.137] 0138

LCL |-12.90-27.31|—26.13|—27.88| —27.87

Table 11 Variation values each of iteration

(30kts)

static| Ist | 2nd | 3rd | 4th | 5th | 6th | Exp

Te(m)| 17| 1103| 1212 1152 1.171| 1.158| 1.163| 0.887

Ta(m) 17| 1.946] 2012 2.038 2037 2.044| 2043 2.150

Tim| o0l 18l 131 145 142 145 14| 2068

(deg)

-

(f:;l 00| 0843 08| 0836 0866 0.886| 08| 1.263
C

(XIB‘) 7500| 2498| 3096 2610 2739| 2653| 2653

L(vn)[ 0233 0073 0.094] 0.078] 0083 0080 0.080

LCL | -14.05|~47.85| ~40.40| ~48.43| ~46.21| ~47.88| 47.88

(20kts) Table. 12 Variation values each of iteration
: (32kts)
static | Ist | 2nd | 3rd | 4th | Exp.

Teom)|  17] 1.117) 1141 1113 1110 1.114 static | st | 2nd | 3rd | 4th | Exp.
Taoml 171 1912 19ssl 198 L9sa| 2319 Te(m)| 17| 1.119| 1238] 1185 1.193| 0.855
T Tatm)| 17| 1943 2014| 2034| 2042| 2131

00/ 1.30] 1.35] 1.42| 1143|1922 i
(deg) v (T;elg 00| 135 127] 139 1.39] 2088
Trim _ -
(my | 00 0795 0824 0867 0874) 1175 T(Lf;l 00| 0824 0776] 0849 0849] 1276
Co
(10| 18769 13.969] 14.268) 14.095| 14095 ( XCIBz) 6320 15191 21021 1668l 1702
L(mv)| 0259 0.182] 0.188| 0.185] 0.185 Lmy)| 0223| 0051| 0073| 0057| 0.059
LCL | -11.64|-18.39| -18.55 ~18.97| -18.97 LCL | -14.36| -67.59| —51.18| —65.03| —64.05
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Fig. 23 Hull form of Eco28

Table 13 Principal Dimensions of Eco28

Lep (m) 7.124

B (m) 2.83

T (m) 0.46
Displacement Volume(n*) 3.691
Wetted Surface Area(m?) 19.159
Design Speed(m/s) 12.86
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Table 14 Computational conditions of Fig. 27 Sinkages & Trim of Model Test
potential method
Fn 1.538 -
. . —10 SX/LBP Sllo 24 \ == Ciu(5ea)
Computational domain 22 —#&— C,,(Towing Tank)
0 sy/LBP <4.0 o 20 —e— C,,
1,839 =
Free surface panels ’
(75x21+66x4)
Free surface .
Linear

boundary condition

Fig, 25 AH5lo]
e}, QA=A 7
wla3le] Zo]age]

= 101214 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36
a0 7|2 o v, (Knots)

> l‘
of
12 4

< SHgell 9Tk Fig. 28 Total Resistance Coefficients (Model Test)
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Table 15 Variation values of each iteration Table 16 Comparison of draft, sinkages
and trim
static | Ist | 2nd | 3rd | 4th | Sth | Exp ATHENA (T=1.51, LBP=46.9, Fn=0.48)
Te(m)| 046 | 0238 | 0377 | 0212 02| 0269 -0018 model | potential Diff(e;e?gf)/LBp
Tam)| 046 | 0361 | 0478 | 0404 0388| 0590 0451
T Teom) | 1158 | 0908 0.533
i Sink
Tim| ol o | oo | ool | os| o 1nkage 1.163 0.81 0.753
(m) (m)
Co B ) Trim
(ay| 125 | 36 | T | om0zt | omd (deg) 1.42 0.99 0.43
LOn)| 20371 | 3700 | 11806 | 0102 0338 | 0157
50T 50T
LCL | 020 | -1207 | -0711 | -183.465| ~94380 | 205522 (T=1.7, LBP=35, Fn=0.555) |(T=1.7,LBP=35, Fn=0.604)
Difference Difference/
model |potential| Lsp | model |potential|  Lap
Zerm ()8 B 24102 513 NS 2 (X 10%) (x 107
SEeTHIE =H 6 H—= O = TH | Tem) |1.114| 1.110| 0011 0.96/1.115/-0.443
AZL a2gzolry, ol FAH Al s2AA  [Tym) [2319]1.984] 0957] 2.252] 2.025] 0.649
AR 2 A et vlasialet, S8 ik BB | 175] 0874 086| 1202] 01| 1091
F7p% Ajo1S o)L glopf ol <ls) A A 1922| 1.43| 0492|2114 149 0624
olx19] B4 Aoz} hehka ek, st ulame  [Geg) | 7 S PR P




150T

(T=1.7, LBP=35, Fn=0.833) | (T=1.7,LBP=35, Fn=0.888)

150T

model |potential

Difference

BP
(X107

model

Difference/

potential|  Lgp
(X107

Te(m) | 0.887| 1.163|—0.789| 0.855

1.193]-0.966

Ta(m) | 2.150| 2.043

0.306| 2.131

2,042 0.009

Sinkage
(m)

1.263] 0.88

1.094| 1.276

0.849) 1.22

Trim
(deg)

2.068| 1.44

0.628| 2.088

1.39| 0.698

Eco028 (T=0.46, LBP="7.124, Fn=1.538)

model potential Diff(e;erllgf)/LBp
Tr(m) -0.018 0.269 —4.029
Ta(m) 0.451 0.59 -1.951
Sinkage
(m) 0.469 0.321 2.077
Trim
(deg) 3.77 2.58 1.19
21| Table 1652 ZF A =HH AAolA412]
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