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Characteristics and Hydrodynamics in Catamaran

Young-Cheol Oh™, Jae-Yong Ko

A4 F Y A

5 A~
A 4

g}
=

| (Resonant), 7+4](Damping)

A
[

3L

o

. %5 Al (Catamaran), #12-8-79H4=(Response amplitude operator), 54| &
(Hydrodynamics),

7k e w2, o] =&

% Keywords

LA

O|AA e, webA

7gol| il

o &

oF

3

g

Al s el A =2

41



UaHd 5 (Seakeeping) S EHEsfoF dict,
Aot FAIEl Qs B
A5 A EoHGim et al., 2010).
olfgt HA&55H(Response Amphtude
Operator; RAO)S 9&3}7] 8l AA2] 5

Ag& Abgstofof fﬁ‘jr. ojg|et g F 'ﬁzﬂ
o2 WIAsB 77t

B
rH
r>~
—Lr‘
5
j,cl
:I:&

ol
O
&
2L
2

=
1z
=3
=
ot

_1

o|N
TA-
o
offt
ot
r>~
i_t"
)
N
Y
o|N
N
3
£l
pass
luj

ox
=
ogt
o

e HE

=
>
L
offt
oflt
20
__>|4_1"
g
o
&
A
2o
oflt olr

Ofr
ook

o v

NN
ofp
=
)
i
ofr
S
I
X
O
of
ofll
r>~
Y
rlr
)
re
o
3
>

re
il

=
AN
od
i_"‘
e
offt
b
l
)
~
2
i—‘:
f
>,
Mo
O
>,

rlr 3:5
Hdo
EY

o
=
rot

$2E 0
e
oZ
et

)
=)
>
:

K
. 1
i1
M =

5 AA| = EE(Moonpool)©l
AL AR SR A AT A

FAE 57 2Rt ofo weh 2]
Ashd = glom s2Yo M AFEEE &
2AthHeo and Park, 2012). 253 A4 Wat
det A AR FRAE A2 7ol Bet
ATES AmEy o33 2t} Gim et al.
(201002 Al 4 %oé TR Eof it AFEAS
FIEH7E v wg ]
of| A Al O’A}er Wl whE e HEES

2
=
o
c
o

>

o)

i

K

Tpobstict,
Chun et al.(1999)2 241 ¥& 64 5=
7k= 3AHY -2 FAste] ¢19jo] Qatutol A 2]

alaslas o]ix%i A5k Asdake} v
sto] g A5kt Kim et al. (2003} HE
AFE chs Ao el A5t 1 3o} )

42

52,
I g
i)
Xy
®

!
oftl

Ao A Adre] 55 R
ASS 435to] BA AFa 7t SA ot
= 8191519t} Heo and Park(2012)2
(Vortex)2] 93dfo] 37 28351
22F Ad Ao Thsto] 4=grekat Atst
A 23kEEa A5t Aledoli=

x

L

~

|

o

i) O_|_, ox
o
'

j?_‘

of EN
=3

H |

4 oz
Qb O o o
< 319
oot FE 9%
ox = & °¥ rﬂ
ofr _l>fl

rir
i,
0\1 re
i o

ol
v =
OE o
[

o
e
0 oX
o okt

ofl

2

24

2

2 4 =

>l ok

>~ Qﬂ
=)
i
~
E
o
Ei
EN
o
3 %
ﬂ

Ed 942 Korvin—Kroukovsky E+=
Watanabe 5o 2@l A¢HE OSM(Ordinary
Strip Method)= 7HAAI# NSM(New Strip
Method) 22 Witstqlth, NSME Ak
(Radiation force)oll thal AA49] 22+ THo]
285t 3 Eold B EW(Singularity
distribution method)©= Fa}al AA Zo]
WeFo g AEsto] Frol= Wrgolot, uk ZAlg S
Froude-Krylov8 ¥} 348& wgste] 57t
At 0 & )9k AL, X ol#gh i



et al., 2012).
Fig. 12 ¥RHAQ o=}
o Aguk(Airy's wave)| A & UA7} H2)
BER 5o ofal A do] A7|A] oo
AsET R U YRR} 313 o] et
& 27t 7] ol Wdeo] T3ttt fAISA
o[/ A, BIEIAA, BIYEA, BlF Aol
A AelA| ghon L5719 S 4
7Hed, old FAYAA TS A1)t
ZhZ 2t (Laplace) §A 4 02 A od
(Yum, 2010).
29

ox?

Ztial

_g

PE 2?
AR
ay a7

Vig = @

=0

Crest

|e Wavelength —-|

/\ &d water IQWEM level

Trough

apny|duy

In— 1UB1ay anep) —b

L T—)
Fig. 1 Key parameters of a wave
Table 1 Boundary condition
Boundary condition Formulation
Seabed 9¢ =0:z=—ho
Free surface Zf Zj =0
Kinematic a¢ =v.-n
' Sway $2(=xy) = = ¢“(+xy)
Ay PEve | #7x) == ¢ ey
Roll ¢9(=xy) = = ¢ (+xy)

§(uy2) = i+ da+ S o)

oA7H, ¢ A GAEE, dri= At
4o )25}, e S50l

A7} x20] ool WO R fO] AER QA
S o YAl el A3 2

igA coshk(z+h)

= — !kC\(‘osﬂ* sinf)
g 0] coshkh ' &)
o714, Ak Qikate] AE Fuks: o Ald)e}
T T k] HFEAALE WE S ofof T,
w* = gktanhkh 4)
74A| 2712 Table 10l|4 YERHIL Q= siAIH
A4, 95, o e AR 4y

4= 3JTHSohn, 1998).

ol ExWHe 3|dutel HiAtuEo] &
Fsl7] S5t A7 o2 FA A
}o &2 AARAE AR 13 (Green)
ZAAH SoldE REAA £
=5 T 5 Aok 4G9t
Ued 4= SItH(Koh and

E

|

=
(o]

o
gl px d
o>

2 o
=)
;udl

&
o
oSk

b gy ©

ek
1=

oE
ox, g

a0
Eh
= oL
1>
o

s
rlo

aQ
=
o

L2010

652) + 11, ) 2O g

7 ()

= ffs¢n r7 rO dS
A71A, Clrp)e ERZolm G(r, 7g) & S0l
H

34 B Tlggolh, SlolA Lreh ARy

43



g Yoz T e BAwRS

AR 46)3% 2ol e 4 it
Fs= —fS_Psﬁds Cji X; ®)
S7IA, T HYYHoIA BT P Honet

o RaE 00 SUES T8 4 9
SR A weh Hsto] ot A3 S9A)
8o 7ain 3 A el slate) Sr
Hel R A9)S 78 4 g,

p= p@ @)

Fi= _fS,Pnjdsz _fgiwp(qﬁ, +4)nidS  (8)

L =
&l 71908k AR

A9 & “\M HWETH
8 4 1o 2l9)9} 2k
Fi= _J'S_Pnjds = [ iwp ¢nidS )
29) Aiks A10)2 o] Ao} sjpie
TR
wa;; T iwb;;=iwp [¢ N (10)

A7IM, BT ;= =49 250l oP1d

SR 50 ST Aol AAASE b
WY WA whE o1 4 tRgole
o} A, A, BAS AAgtel 64

44

;

5SS Pk 4003 2
=F j (W)

_Wg[mji

o714, m; AFPE, ¢z FHAIE O 25 E
dofAl= B A, Kie AT AT 34
s vrehdth

6AHTE=EY 94 A
A S BU R
and Cho, 2010).

4G e

st 2700 e Wﬂl# Wk £
W5 0 294 59 s A 99

A SAHSH ALS S S

Aitele WS 34 F 7R 497t =t
AA Q] AERA(FP) I S E=A(AP) Aol of| A 2+
FA(Station)o| A 9] ALJe] ZA7tA| 9] Atk

EpIRel

—a

23 AEMOR AL Slof Wi

Sh A= TRl HH# =T
A A oA s Hw%tﬂ #ol7}
Q7= SRA|UF 11 7|7} BAISE AEo|B R o]
ol a2 sl

Fig. 2= 2AZ 7|HEe = 3t 53 AA|1Y] 75}
2 Yehfi i Qlch Table 28 453 4419



0=
Ol
ool

O
T

YAz QA

A HsHa AT Hydrostatic results)S UEF

LOA
LWL
Beam

Displacement
Draft
[

Fig. 2 Primitive model and mother ship

Table 2 Hydrostatics results
Hydrostatics Results
L.O.A 15.00m
L.W.L 13.48m
Beam 8.15m
Displacement 13,414kg
Draft 0.70m
Ch 0.39
KB 0.46m
KG 0.70m
BM 26.06m
GM 25.82m
KM 26.52m
MTC 239%kg
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Table 32 &3 ALo]|A] Ad}o]
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A& (Beaufort scale)= VFERYIL it}
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wave) £ 9Jot ol
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At A = g/on- T*& Artsld a2

13.96me|™ L/A-2 0.86°]ct, wekA L/A > 0.5
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Table 3 Ship wave in mokpo port

Wave Height | Utm/s)| Hm) | Am) | T(s) | A/L
Hyys 3.13 ] 0.19 [13.96] 2.99 | 6.35
Hi/o 3.30 1 0.29 |15.51] 3.15 | 7.05

Table 4 Beaufort scale

No | Ulm/s) | Hyygm) | Tl(s) Description
1 0.95 0.1 1.22| Light ar

2 2.50 0.2 1.73 | Light breeze

3 4.45 0.6 2.99 | Gentle breeze
4 6.75 1.0 3.86 | Moderate breeze
o 9.40 2.0 0.46 | Fresh breeze

6 | 12.35 3.0 6.69 | Strong breeze
7 15.55 4.0 7.72 | Moderate gale
8 | 19.00 0.5 9.05 | Fresh gale

9 | 22.65 7.0 | 10.21| Strong gale

10 | 26.50 9.0 | 11.58 | Whole gale

11 | 30.60 | 11.5 | 13.09| Storm

12 | 34.85| 14.0 | 14.44 | Hurricane
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Fleoating structure modeling

Floating body and circumstance condition input

Dimensions Wave height

Draft(d) Wave frequency

Centerof mass(COG) Wave direction

Canterof buoyancy(BOG) Wind velacity and directien
Weight(W) Flow velocity and direction

Frequency domain and Time domain analysls

Frequency domain Time domain Driftforce Mooring system
and wave pressure Dynamic tension

.

Dynamic stability of floating body
Dynamic stability of Meoring system
Design wave pressure and mooring force

=1

Floating type hull and mooring system design application

Fig. 3 Hydrodynamic analysis Flow Chart
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(a) Wetted surface under water

Lid elements

(b) Wetted hull surface with lid elements

Fig. 4 Wetted surface element of catamaran
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