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Abstract

In this thesis a numerical solution is developed for the computation of the second-
order steady-forces acting on a ship with forward speed in the presence of incident
waves under the Neumann-Kelvin flow assumption.

The computation of these forces is achieved by integration of pressures over the
ship hull and also through the use of momentum-flux relations, in the frequency
domain.

The solution of the first-order problem is obtained through the use of an exist-
ing time-domain computer program, where the computation of the velocities and the
velocity potential in points in the fluid region using the source formulation was im-
plemented as part of this work. Global and local quantities are Fourier-transformed
to the frequency-domain, and the second-order steady-forces coming from first-order
quantities computed.

The boundary-value problem for the second-order Neumann-Kelvin steady poten-
tial is formulated and a solution attempted for the diffraction case under the low-speed
assumption. The contribution coming from this second-order steady potential is found
not to be significant for the computation of the total second-order steady force, in
the cases analyzed. In connection with the momentum-flux approach, it can be seen
that there will be no contribution coming from the second-order steady potential to
the second-order steady horizontal forces.

Results are presented for the Wigley hull, a hemisphere and a shallow circular
cylinder. Comparisons are made with other theories and data from other publications.

Thesis Supervisor: J. Nicholas Newman
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Background

The use of vessels for the transportation of goods, or the exploration of the sea floor
in the search for minerals or other scientific purposes, requires a good understanding
of the forces acting on them and the consequent behavior of these floating bodies,
while operating in the sea with or without the presence of incident waves.

In quantifying the resistance force ships have to overcome when trying to speed
through the oceans, the use of the Froude hypothesis, separating the total resistance
in two components, the flat-plate drag and the residual drag, gave great insight to
this problem, and was latter justified by Prandtl’s boundary layer theory.

The flat-plate drag represents friction effects between the hull and the sea water
and is supposed to be a function only of the Reynolds number R. The residual drag
encompasses the viscous form drag, which is related to the change in the flow and
pressure field due to the action of viscosity, and the steady wave force associated with
the energy transferred from the ship to the fluid, in order to sustain the steady wave
pattern created by this uniform velocity forward motion. The residual drag under
this hypothesis is supposed to be a function of F' (Froude number) alone. This is not
true for the viscous form drag but for actual prototype and model scales and shapes
used today this approximation gives a satisfactory correlation.

The effect of uniform currents always can be modeled as a change of the vessel
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constant velocity. Other forces are generated by the action of the wind, which was
earlier used to power the ships but now (unless in some leisure sailboats) has to be
overcome by thrusters power or mooring forces (depending on the particular concept).

The action of incident waves have the most obvious effect of generating oscillatory
forces and motions, but also acts in more subtle ways, giving rise to forces proportional
to higher and lower harmonics and steady drift forces, that may cause trouble in the
station keeping of research vessels as well as affecting the steady resistance drag acting
over vessels with forward constant velocity.

Flat-plate friction forces are not hard to compute, and empirical methods based
on the ship wetted area and Reynolds number are known to give very good results.
Viscous pressure forces drives a lot of effort in search of solutions (mainly computer
intensive numerical approaches) for the Navier-Stokes equations, and reasonable engi-
neering solutions are still in demand. The same approaches can be used for frictional
and viscous-pressure wind forces.

The steady wave problem has been studied in connection with the ideal-fluid as-
sumption, leading to the solution of the linear Laplace equation in the fluid domain
with mathematically nonlinear boundary conditions on the water and body surfaces.
Engineering solutions valid for all body shapes and forward velocities are still elusive,
and indeed contradicts the main assumption of ideal flow, as we will have strong vis-
cous effects with boundary-layer separation. Over this steady incident flow (or some
approximation of it) we may linearize the boundary conditions and get approximate
solutions for the unsteady wave velocity and pressure fields and consequent forces,
including the steady ones. This is our goal on this thesis, where many assumptions
will be made in pursuing a workable solution.

The study of steady wave forces over stationary structures is not recent, going back
to the work of Maruo [23] in 1960 computing the horizontal forces over a stationary
floating body using momentum-flux relations. In 1967 Newman [27] extended this
momentum approach to include the yaw moment.

Over the last decade, the use of the panel method (also known as boundary element

method or integral equation method) for solving three-dimensional zero-velocity wave-
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body problems has drawn the attention of many researchers, and we may cite the work
of Korsmeyer et all [18] as a good representative of the work that has been made. The
related computer programs that were developed typically solved the first order linear
hydrodynamics problem and made it possible to get wave velocities and pressures
on points over the body surface and in the fluid domain due to the unsteady wave
potentials, more specifically diffracted and radiated waves generated by the presence
of a fixed- or free-floating body with arbitrary geometry.

Introducing wave nonlinearity in the Stokes perturbation scheme that the wave
amplitude is of order € but the wavelength and the body characteristic dimension is
of order one, we can compute second order steady forces integrating the second order
steady pressures over the bodies and adding the corrections to the first order steady
pressures due to first order motions of the boundaries and bodies around their mean
positions. This turned out to be a very attractive approach (see Lee and Newman [20]
and Pinkster [38] ) as it enables the computation of all steady forces and moments
acting over the bodies. The use of more panels than the momentum approach in
order to achieve convergence of the results is in general a rule.

The momentum approach may also be extended to the case when the control
surface is a compact one around the floating body, and in this context the six second
order steady forces components may be computed evaluating the momentum flux over
this surface (Zhao and Faltinsen [43] and Ferreira and Lee [7]). This method at first
seems to retain the best of the two previous ones, because we achieve the convergence
of results as fast as using the momentum approach and may compute the six loads
as with the pressure integration method. Its main drawback is when you need to
compute potentials and velocities at too many points on the compact control surface
to achieve convergence, because it can get computationally expensive.

The ship with finite forward velocity problem, associated with incident, scattered
and radiated waves is in general approached with assumptions about the slenderness
of the floating body. The steady wave flow may be approximated by the Neumann-
Kelvin flow (see Bingham [2]), in conjunction with the use of a Green function satisfy-

ing the free-surface boundary condition. Another option is the so called double-body
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flow approach (as in Nakos [26]), in combination with the Rankine Green function.

Special concepts of vessels for the exploration and production of hydrocarbons
at large depths, like semisubmersibles, T.L.P. or spar-buoy platforms, having motion
resonances out of the frequency range of the oscillatory wave forces are commonplace
in today’s oil industry. These platforms may have resonances close to the sum or
difference frequency of sinusoidal incoming waves, creating the necessity of a better
understanding of this nonlinear waves interaction mechanism. As the difference fre-
quency excitation may induce large excursions, it is reasonable to assume the motion
as equivalent to a small forward velocity, and the corresponding damping force, which
will be proportional to the square of this forward velocity, will be negligible. On the
other hand, following Grue & Palm (1993), we can say that for realistic ocean struc-
tures a forward velocity of 1 m/s may change the magnitude of the drift force on the
order of 50% compared to the zero forward velocity case, and therefore it is necessary
to quantify the influence of this small drift velocity on the steady forces.

This interaction between very small forward speed (or steady current in the op-
posite direction) and waves has been studied by Grue & Palm [8] [9] [11] (1985, 1986,
1993), Nossen et all [34] (1991), Zhao & Faltinsen [41] [42] [43] (1988, 1988, 1989),
and Wu & Eatock Taylor [40] (1990). Also this problem has been studied by Agnon &
Mei [1] (1985) and Newman [33](1993), by using two different time scales associated
with first and second order motions.

One also may note that those are not exhaustive situations. Blunt (offshore struc-
tures type) bodies in the presence of not so small currents adding up to its own
horizontal velocities will require special treatment or a compromised solution, when
one will have to check (in a model experiment for example) when the slender assump-
tion or the small velocity approach is more appropriate or even if none of the above

will hold and a more comprehensive view of the problem will be required.
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1.2 Overview

Our goal is the computation of the second-order steady forces acting on a ship with
forward speed under the Neumann-Kelvin hypothesis. We will also discuss the equa-
tions for an arbitrary choice of incident basis flow, and some specific choices such as
the double-body approach. This is not only for a comparison with the Neumann-
Kelvin approach but also for a discussion of the difficulties involved in implementing
these different approaches in connection to the strategy we will use to solve the hy-
drodynamic problem.

In Chapter 2, the hydrodynamic problem is presented. We start by introducing
the problem of a ship advancing with forward speed and the coordinate systems we are
going to use in the formulation of the mathematical problem. This problem, as most
things in nature, is nonlinear. Many assumptions will be needed in order to achieve
a solution for the problem, from the nature of the fluid (inviscid, incompressible,
without important surface-tension effects) to the amplitude of the subsequent wave
height and unsteady ship motions.

A solution based on a velocity potential will be developed, and this potential
expanded as a series with terms in powers of a small parameter ¢. Different lineariza-
tions of the first-order linear problem are discussed, with the difference consisting of
the choice of how the steady flow around the ship due to its forward speed is treated.

Chapter 3 contains the discussion of the solutions to the hydrodynamic problems.
The first-order linear solution is obtained using the approach previously proposed by
Bingham [2] and Korsmeyer [17]. The transient integral equation approach used is
described as well as the potential decomposition, when the hydrodynamic problem is
subdivided in the incident plane-waves problem, the scattered-waves problem and the
problem of the radiated waves. The sum and composition of all solutions obtained
will define the total potential of velocities.

The definition of the equation of motions will be the next step, which will be
required for the computation of the amplitudes of the linear ship motions in its six

degrees of freedom. All those computations are carried out in the time domain, as
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a way to avoid the difficulties inherent to the numerical computation of the Green
function representing a periodically pulsating and steadily-translating source. The
second-order steady force will be computed in the frequency domain, enabling us to
know the contribution that will come from each wave component with distinct periods
of oscillation. With this information, the designers of floating structures may look
for hull shapes that will perform best in a certain range of wave periods, which in
turn will be chosen as the ones which carry most of the energy of the sea where the
floating structure is going to operate.

We Fourier transform integrated quantities such as added mass or exciting forces
to the frequency domain, as well as local quantities like velocity potentials or fluid
velocities, which will be needed for the computation of the second-order steady forces.

Then we will establish the Neumann-Kelvin second-order steady potential prob-
lem, using the integral-equation formulation as defined in Appendix A. Each wave
frequency will generate different body and free-surface boundary conditions. The
solution of this steady problem will come in the time domain, as the large time
asymptotic of the transient problem with constant in time boundary conditions.

Chapter 4 contains the formulation of the frequency domain second-order steady
force using two different approaches, namely by the integration of the pressures over
the floating structure hull and through the computation of the momentum flux over
a compact surface surrounding the hull and a region of the water surface.

In Chapter 5 we will show the results obtained by our approach and how it com-
pares with results obtained using other linearizations and different ways of solving
the hydrodynamic problem. In doing that we will begin the comparisons with the
Wigley hull, which is a slender, mathematically defined, surface-piercing hull geom-
etry. We compare results for zero speed with the well tested WAMIT code, to show
that the Fourier-transform approach used is able to give good results for second-order
quantities computed in the frequency domain. For higher Froude numbers we com-
pare the results with another extensively tested program, the SWAN code, described
by [26]. Comparisons using non-slender bodies such as a circular sphere and cylinder

were carried against results obtained by Zhao and Faltinsen [43] using the low-speed
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double-body approach.
Chapter 6 contains a discussion about the work developed and the results obtained,

as well as some concluding remarks and a suggestion of possible improvements.

20



Chapter 2

The Hydrodynamic Problem

2.1 Introduction

Throughout this work we will disregard the compressibility and surface tension of the
fluid as well as viscous effects. The former assumptions are easy to justify in as much
as our analysis is restricted to Mach numbers much smaller than one and wavelengths
much bigger than a few inches (see Lighthill [21]), but the latter assumption depends
on other flow characteristics. In general if we are looking at a slender and smooth
ship hull at moderate speeds, this hypotheses will be true and viscous effects may be
disregarded.

General blunt bodies moving with finite forward speed in the presence of arbi-
trarily chosen waves will certainly cause the viscous effects not to be confined to a
small boundary layer close to the hull, but the detachment of this boundary layer
from the hull surface with global consequences for the flow itself and the distribution
of pressures. Zhao and Faltinsen [42] have made some experimental work for the half-
sphere case and showed that for Keulegan-Carpenter numbers less than 3 or 2 and
no currents the boundary layer does not separate. As they increased the current the
flow separation will occur for smaller Keulegan-Carpenter numbers until U/U,, = 1,
U, being the maximum wave orbital velocity, when separation will always take place.
So the hull geometry, the Keulegan-Carpenter number and the ratio between U and

U,, will be important parameters for this assumption. They also tried to quantify the
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influence of the non-dimensional frequency we\/ﬁ/—;, D being the body characteris-
tic length (diameter for the sphere case) and g the acceleration due to the gravity,
on the flow separation phenomena. They could not quantify it, seeming from their
experiment that it does not played an important role. A simple statement that can
be made is that the blunter the body, the smaller the Froude number should be in
order that viscosity may be ignored.

We are going to approach the hydrodynamic problem by first stating the nonlinear
boundary-value problem and then making some assumptions in order to linearize
this problem. We follow the development presented on Newman [30], but we will
present the final equations for different basis-flow cases and show the expansion of

the potentials in terms of a small parameter.

2.2 The Coordinate Systems and Fluid Domain
Region

We will use three Cartesian coordinate systems: o = (2o, Yo, 20) is fixed in space and
defined as having zp = 0 on the mean free surface with the z¢ and yo axis lying in this
plane; @5 = (x5, 9s, 25) is fixed on the ship at all times; and & = (z,y, z) moves with
the same mean forward velocity U as the ship. The Z coordinate system is equal to
Zo at the beginning of the motion and has the x component in the same direction as
the ship mean forward velocity.

The fluid domain region is confined by the free surface Sy, which is defined by
no(Zo,t) — z0 = 0, no(Zo,t) being the wave elevation; the instantaneous ship position
Sy; and S, defined by R = (/22 + y2 + 22 — oo and which bounds the lower half
space up to Sy.

The three coordinate systems and the problem boundaries are shown in Figure 2-1
with the presence of a ship hull on its actual position (5;) and on its mean position
(Spm). We also should note that when the independent variables (Zo, #,, ¥ and ¢

representing time) appear as subscripts, partial differentiation is implied. The free-
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Figure 2-1: The three coordinate systems, the problem boundaries and the ship hull
on the mean (dotted lines) and actual (solid lines) positions.

surface boundary condition and fluid pressure are better defined on the fixed reference
frame &y and this is where we are going to define the nonlinear hydrodynamic problem.
The Cartesian coordinate &, is ideal for representing the ship geometry, the boundary
conditions on the ship surface and also to compute pressures over the hull. Z is a
coordinate system that, if we make the assumption that the motions of the ship
besides its forward displacement are small, remains close to &5 at all times, having
the advantage over &, of being an inertial reference frame. It is easy to see that when
we linearize the problem and under a “small motions” assumption, we will be able to
transfer boundary conditions and hydrodynamic quantities from &s (where we defined
Sy) to & (where we defined Sj,,,), and through the use of Taylor expansions make the
necessary corrections up to the order we want, as long as S, is a smooth surface. This

approach will be taken when we will linearize the problem:.
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2.3 The Nonlinear Problem

Under the previous assumptions we will define a velocity potential in the fixed ref-
erential frame given by ®(Zo,t), where t denotes time, and the velocity vector as

V(:Z"o, t) = V®(&o,t) which obeys the continuity equation, so Laplace equation
Vi =0 (2.1)

governs the velocity potential in the fluid domain for all times, according to Kelvin’s
theorem for ideal fluids under conservative fields (see Newman [29]).

The pressure will be defined using the alternative form of the Bernoulli equation,
which is valid for unsteady irrotational flows, with the potential redefined in order
to eliminate the function of time that may appear on the right hand side but has no

influence on the velocity vector,
1
(p—pa)=—p (‘I’t + §V(I) Vo +g Zo) . (2.2)

Where p(Zo,t) is the fluid pressure, p, is the atmospheric pressure, p is the fluid
density and g is the acceleration due to gravity.

The boundary condition on the submerged ship hull surface will be given by
Vo.-n=Vs, -1t on S (2.3)

where 7 is the normal vector, pointing out of the fluid domain, and VS,, is the instan-
taneous velocity of the actual submerged hull surface.

From 2.2, knowing that p = p, on no(Zo,t) = 20, we will have

1 Vol|?
no = _E ((I)t + | 5 | ) on zg = 7o. (2.4)

Imposing the pressure from (2.2) to remain constant over the free surface, we will
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have

D (&, |VO? _ B
Et-(“—q—’F 29 +2) =0 on zp = 7o (2'5)
or:
1
&,y +2VO - VO, + §V<I> -V(V®-V®) + ¢, =0 on zg = 7o. (2.6)

We should point out that Sy is not known a priori. Now we need to impose a
boundary condition on the surface at infinity or, in the time domain, to impose two
initial conditions. Calling the starting time of the fluid motion as t5, which will be
taken to be zero for the radiation problem and negative infinity for the diffraction
problem, they will be given by the fluid initially at rest conditions, which determine
that for ¢t < ¢,

® =0

o, =0 on zg = 0. (2.7)

The translation of these initial conditions into the frequency domain give the
radiation conditions. This states that besides the incident wave there will only be
disturbances made by the presence of the body, so the waves generated in the radiation

or scattering problems will always propagate outwards.

2.4 Velocity Potential Decomposition

The problem defined in the previous section, despite the assumptions made regarding
the flow being inviscid and incompressible, presents great difficulties because of the
nonlinear terms in equation (2.6) and of the moving boundaries S, and Sy.
Knowing that the ship forward velocity (or the incident current velocity) is a
finite quantity, without further assumptions it will only make sense to think about
linearizing the perturbation potentials about this flow, which will be steady in the

. —
moving & frame.
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Redefining the potential in the steadily-moving referential frame Z, we may write
O (Lo, t) = O(&+ Ui, t) = ¢(&,1). (2.8)

As ¥ represents a reference system moving with constant forward speed Ui, we will

also have that the partial time derivative taken in &y will be translated as

w (?98? _ U%) (7, 1). (2.9)

We will consider the total potential as being composed of the sum of an unsteady
potential ¢(Z,t), representing a linear perturbation, on top of a possible nonlinear
steady basis flow ¢g(). In most cases this basis flow is only an approximation to the
actual solution of the steady problem, since its computation presents mathematical
and numerical difficulties due to its nonlinear free-surface boundary conditions. We
will define ¢(%) as a linear steady potential that will correct our basis flow choice
¢5(Z). In this work a solution for this problem will not be sought, but this can be
found in Bingham [2] for the Neumann-Kelvin flow or Nakos [26] for the double-body
flow. As this correction is considered to be small, unlike the basis flow @g(Z), it will
not affect the boundary conditions for the unsteady potentials.

So will have the total potential decomposed as

#5(7) + $(2) + ¢(&,1)
¢5(T) + 6(T) + 3 du(T, 1) + ¢s(3,1) + 41(3, 1) (2.10)

=1

©-
—~~
\‘%%1
~
~—
Il

Il

in the moving reference frame Z. ¢x(Z, 1) is one of the six components of the radiation
potential, each component representing the waves generated by the ship as it moves
in one of the six possible rigid body degrees of freedom. ¢1(Z,t) is the incident wave
potential and ¢s(&,t) is the scattered wave potential, generated by the presence of
the body as the incident wave passes by. The sum @¢p(Z,t) = ¢1(Z,t) + ¢s(Z,t) will
be referred as the diffraction wave potential, and o(Z,t) represents the sum of all

unsteady potentials.
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Throughout this work we will choose to treat this problem as having solutions in
terms of series expansions in powers of a small parameter €. This approach enables
us to include nonlinear effects proportional to powers of the wave amplitude without
really solving a nonlinear equation.

As stated by Wehausen and Laitone [39], this parameter should be defined in such
a way that this expansion will give us some insight into the nature of our problem
and as € — 0, the solution will approach in some sense a known solution. Here as
in the classical Stokes perturbation scheme ¢ will be the ratio between wave height
and wavelength. It is also true that once the mathematical form of the solution is
defined, the physical meaning of ¢ will bear no consequence on the algebra. The
velocity potential and wave elevation will have the following power series expansion

in terms of &:

n = p© 4ep® 2@ 4 (2.11)

and now we are ready to linearize the problem presented in the previous section. We
will then be able to solve the problem for ) as all other terms will be multiplied by
higher ¢ factors and will be negligible in comparison to (). Going to the next order,
©? will be solved by disregarding all terms of order equal or greater than &, and
substituting the solution for ¢) in the problem, since this is already known. We will
then arrive to a inhomogeneous linear equation for »(?), although the whole problem
is nonlinear. By doing that recursively we may get higher order solutions that will
represent corrections to the previous solutions obtained. In practice going beyond the
first order solution takes great effort, as Ogilvie [36] pointed out.

When we do not use the superscripts (1), (2),..., it is clear that we refer to the
whole series (2.11), but most of the time only the first term will be included, all others
giving contributions to higher order terms that are implicitly being disregarded.

We will define ¢ also as expandable in powers of a small parameter §, but the
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definition of § will come with the proper choice of the basis flow. Then we will have

3 = 66M +6%0 + 8559 1. (2.12)

2.5 Linearized Free-surface Boundary Condition

2.5.1 Plane incident wave

The total potential in the moving coordinate system Z will be given by ¢(Z,t) =
65(%) + ¢1(Z,t), knowing that ¢5(F) = —Uz is the exact solution so ¢(F) = 0. As
we do not have the presence of a floating body, ¢x(Z,t) = 0 and ¢s(Z,t) = 0. Under
the assumption of small € we will Taylor expand the free surface condition (2.6) and
enforce it on the plane zo = 0 instead of on the actual free-surface elevation. Retaining

only first order terms, we will use (2.9) to get

G110 —2U¢1 0t + U1 oo + g1+ O(e®) =0 onz=0 (2.13)

in the moving reference frame #. The first-order solution (which in this particular
case also satisfies the second-order problem) to this boundary-value problem will be
given by

M = % exp[Ko(z — iz cos f — ity sin ) + tw,t] (2.14)
where ¢y is the first-order incident wave potential, : = v/—1, A is the wave amplitude,
Ky the wave number or Ko = 27/, A being the wave length, wq is the wave frequency
in the space-fixed reference frame 7y, w, is the wave frequency in the moving reference

frame Z, and 3 is the angle between the direction of wave propagation and the zo or

z axis. Ko and wy are related through the infinite depth dispersion relation

w2

Ko =2, 2.15
°=7 (2.15)
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and wg, Ko, and w,, the “encounter frequency”, are related by

we = wo — KoU cos . (2.16)

2.5.2 General Basis Flow

Now we are going to consider the presence of a floating body moving with mean
velocity U iy, or in the presence of a current with velocity —U 7, which is equivalent.
We are going to assume that the total potential in the moving reference system & will

be given as

$(F,t) = ép(@) + ¢(Z,1), (2.17)

where (&, t) stands for the sum of all unsteady potentials.

We can not linearize the steady flow over the z = 0 plane because U is finite
and there is no reason to suppose the wave elevation not to be of O(1). Using
Bernoulli (2.2) we will have the steady wave elevation in the moving reference frame

as

1 —
T(@,y) = =5 (V85I = U?) onz =7, (2.18)

and the steady nonlinear free-surface condition, from (2.6), will be

Vép - V(Vép-Vép) +gép, =0 onz =7. (2.19)

=3

Considering also the unsteady potentials we will have the total wave elevation given

by

1 1 — —_
n(z,y) = 3 [sot +3 (|V¢B|2 —U*+Vyp-Vo+Vey- ch)] on z=n,
(2.20)

and by using D/Dt(p) = 0 on z = n{z,y), we will get the new nonlinear free-surface
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condition as

_ _ _ 1 — _
v +2Vég-Voi+ Vg - V(Vog - Vo) + §V(V¢B -Vo¢g) Ve +

_ 1 _ — _
9%g .+ §V(V¢B -V¢g) - Vég+gp,, onz=n. (2.21)

Now we are ready to linearize our unsteady potential over the mean steady wave

elevation 7(z,y), since we have that (n(z,y) — 7(z,y)) will be O(p). So we will get

_ _ _ 1 _ _
o +2Vop -V + Vg -V(Vog - Vi) + §V(V¢B -Veg) -V —

5 /1 _ _ — 01+ Vg - Vo
5; (§V¢B . V(V¢B : V¢B) +g¢B z) (g + VEB : VEBZ)

995 . + %V(VEB Vég)-Vég +gp, +0(?), onz=7.  (2.22)

It is not an easy task to satisfy this boundary condition on the mean free surface
and indeed there is not a complete solution for this problem in general. The alternative
problems that we can solve will come with the introduction of more assumptions and

some compromises to this rather general approach.

2.5.3 Neumann-Kelvin Free-surface Condition

In 1898 Michell [25] proposed the thin-ship approximation, supposing that ships have
the beam much smaller than draft and length, so the body boundary condition may be
enforced on the center plane of the ship and the free-surface boundary condition (2.6)
may be linearized about the incoming flow. The resulting linear free-surface condition
is also known as the “Neumann-Kelvin” free surface condition. The Neumann-Kelvin
formulation in the context of ship motions was proposed by Chang in 1977 [4] and
actually suggests that we linearize the free-surface and body boundary conditions
over the uniform incoming current but enforce the body boundary condition on the
actual body surface.

Under the integral-equation method, we will have to perform integrations over

all the boundary surfaces that define our problem, which in this case are the body
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and the whole free surface. If we employ as the Green function the potential of a
translating and pulsating source, we will be able to replace the integral over the free
surface with an integral over the ship waterline plus a convolution in time, which can
be advantageous. This is the approach used in the work of Liapis [15], Beck [16],
Korsmeyer [17] and Bingham [2].

We will also follow along this line, so 5 = —Uz, and ¢ will be given by (2.12). In
the work cited above Bingham showed that the steady potential under the Neumann-
Kelvin assumption can be regarded as the limit as ¢ — oo of the unsteady impulsive
surge potential. ¢ is considered to be small in the sense that it will not be a order
one quantity and ¢ can be disregarded by comparison to the basis flow. So the total
first-order potential will be given by ¢(1) = 5(1) + ) and will give the unsteady
first-order free-surface condition, equivalent to (2.13):

o 0\
(a - Ua_x) o+ gp. + 0(e}) + O(eé) = 0, on z =0, (2.23)

and the steady first-order free-surface condition as:

U29* 94 ) B _
—‘q—g.x—? + 9 + O(e*) + O(eb) = 0, on z = 0. (2.24)

We can see that in this approximation, once we assume that the disturbance imposed
by the presence of the body in the basis flow is an infinitesimal perturbation, no
further assumptions need to be made. But this is a strong statement by itself and
one should be aware of that when trying to generalize this approach to non-slender

body shapes.

2.5.4 Double-body Free-surface Condition

Proposed first in connection with low Froude numbers, the idea here is to regard
the double-body flow as the zeroth order approximation of the steady ship problem.
Following this approach we can mention linearizations proposed by Ogilvie [35] in

1968, Newman [28] in 1976, and Maruo [24] in 1980. In 1977, Dawson [6] followed
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the same path with a more pragmatic and less rigorous approach that, due to the
easier numerical implementation received a lot of attention and gave promising results.
Nakos [26] in 1990 made an exposition of the assumptions involved and got results
for the unsteady and steady potentials in the frequency domain using the Rankine
panel method.

Calling the double-body potential ¢pp5, substituting ¢g = ¢pp in (2.22), and
noticing that at z = 0, ¢pg, = 0 we will have the free-surface boundary condition
for the unsteady potential ¢ given as

@i +2Vépg - Vi + Véps - V(VEDB Vo) + %V(V$DB -Vépg) - Ve
+9¢: — pB.. (‘Pt +Véps - VSO) +0(e*) + 0(e6) = 0, on z = 0.
(2.25)

Once again ¢ is considered to be small in the sense that it will not be an order
one quantity and ¢ will be disregarded by comparison to the basis flow. Still in
connection with this approach we may ease the requirements on the body slenderness
by assuming the floating body to possess very small forward velocity. As U << 1, the
problem is also linearized with respect to the forward velocity, and terms proportional
to U™, n > 1 will be disregarded as higher order terms. Grue & Palm [8] [9] [11] (1985,
1986, 1993), Nossen, Grue & Palm [34] (1991) and Zhao & Faltinsen [41], [42], [43],
(1988, 1988, 1989) followed this approach. The linearized free-surface condition will

now be given as

Pt +2v$DB ) VLIot + 9¥z — EDBzchi + 0(62) + 0(85) + O(UZ) = 07 on z = 07
(2.26)

which is similar to (2.25), without the quadratic double-body velocity terms. Here
we will compare results obtained by Zhao & Faltinsen [43] for the circular cylinder
case at very small forward velocity with our own results under the Neumann-Kelvin

assumption, but we will not pursue this approach.
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2.6 Linearized Body Boundary Condition

The steady body boundary condition will be given by

9¢s

-a—n = 0, on Sbm~ (227)

and it is with respect to this basis flow that the linearization will be made. We will
linearize the body boundary condition (2.3) knowing that the unsteady linear motion
of the ship will be proportional to the wave amplitude, of order €. Defining this

motions as
a(t) = £(t) + Q(t) x ., (2.28)

where £ (t) is the linear rigid body displacements (surge, sway and heave motions)
and ﬁ(t) is the angular rotations (roll, pitch and yaw motions). Transferring the
boundary condition from S, to S, correcting for the gradients not being computed
on Z; but on Z, collecting the first-order (proportional to ¢) terms, and doing some

vector algebra (see Newman [30]) we will arrive at

O _fat+h.(@xi)+
on

£ =7 V)Vl + Q- [~ (7-V)(ZxVep)]  on Spm. (2.29)
Following Ogilvie and Tuck [37], we will define the m-terms as

{ml, ma, m3} = - (ﬁ : V) Vop

{my,ms,me} = — (- V) (& x Vég), (2.30)

£ivs = §, and niy3 = (& x i2);, where 7 = 1,2,3. Then we will finally be able to write

atpi

o Gomitbmi  i=1,...,6  on Sy (2.31)

This is the linear boundary condition to be used for all the different approaches.
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Under the Neumann-Kelvin assumption ¢ = —U & and we will arrive at

my =m2=m3:m4:O
m5:Un3

me = —Una, (2.32)

and using the double-body approach the m-terms will be given by (2.30), with ¢pp

instead of ¢p.
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Chapter 3

Solutions of the Hydrodynamic

Problems

When we expand our problem as a set of linear problems of increasing orders in
terms of a small parameter, results from lower order problems will enter as boundary
conditions on the higher order problems. As we will see latter, we need the solution
of the first-order problem not only to set the boundary conditions for the second-
order steady problem but also because most of the terms of the second-order steady
forces come from the first-order potentials and velocities. Indeed, for the zero forward
velocity case, the second-order steady force will be a function of the first-order linear
potential alone. For the computation of the first-order time-domain potentials we
have used the low-order panel method' solution developed by Bingham [2], as a
continuation of the work initiated by Korsmeyer [17], and which is incorporated in
the FORTRAN code TIMIT.

We do not have an efficient and reliable procedure for the computation of the
Green function equivalent to a pulsating and translating source in the presence of a
free surface in the frequency domain, but we always can solve the linear problem in
the time domain and transform to the frequency domain.

We will outline how the problem is solved in the time domain, under the Neumann-

lalso known as boundary-element or integral-equation method
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Kelvin assumption, using the code TIMIT. For the calculation of second-order steady
forces in the frequency domain we will need to know some first-order quantities also
in the frequency domain.

We will also show the importance of knowing the second-order steady potential
when the ship has forward speed, and how to compute it. There will be a first-order
inhomogeneous part on this problem (the forcing function) acting on the free surface
which will be a function of the frequency, and so this second-order steady potential
will also be frequency dependent. The form of this problem is similar to the steady
first-order problem, and the approach to solve it is also based on computing the steady
potential as time goes to infinity, with the only difference that now the problem has

an inhomogeneous boundary condition on z = 0.

3.1 Integral Equations

Our low-order panel method uses a free-surface Green function, presented by Haskind
in 1946 [13], as its fundamental solution which satisfies the initial boundary-value

problem without the presence of a floating body, and is given by
G(#;€,0) = GO(&E) + H(EE ), (3.1)

where GO)(Z; £) is the Rankine part of the Green function with a mirror with respect
to z = 0, and H(Z; f,t) is the unsteady part of the Green function, that gives the

wave-like behavior.
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They are defined as

O@é = (-3,

HEEY = 2 ak [1—cos(t\/g—k)]ekZJ0(kR),

where

ro= J@—r+ -2+ (-0

Po= e =2+ (y— )2+ (2 + ()2,
= Je—€E+Ut2+(y -0

Z = (z2+0).

One problem with this definition of the Green function is that its time-domain rep-
resentation contains all frequencies and we will never be able to correctly represent
this feature in time, since numerical algorithms are essentially discrete. Helping us to
overcome this undesirable feature is a low-pass filter inherent to the low-order panel
method being employed, which is regulated by the depth of the source Green function.
Linear waves have an exponential decay and as the source point goes deeper less high
frequency waves will be excited by its presence.

We can see this trend in Figure 3-1, where in the upper half of the picture we
represent the steady potential due to a source point located at Z = z/(U?/g) =
0.1, and the lower half plane represents the same steady source located at Z =
z/(U?/g) = 0.01. The steady-state Green function field was evaluated as suggested

in Newman [31] following the classical analysis of ship waves by Lord Kelvin [14],
Gu(X) = lim | G.(X +71,Y,Z,—7)dr. (3.2)

The waves move away from the source path, given by the line from (—o00,0,0) to
(0,0,0). We may see in the upper-half plane that up to a certain distance (which is

a function of X and the Z-coordinate of the source), the diverging waves have been
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Figure 3-1: Translating steady-state Green function field. The coordinates X,Y and
Z are nondimensionalized by U?/g. In the upper half part of the plot the source point
is submerged to Z = —0.1 and in the lower half part to Z = —0.01.

filtered out, while in the lower-half plane the short length, high-frequency waves are
present throughout the sector up to very close to the centerline. This comparison
can also be appreciated by making a transverse cut at Y = 0.2, which is shown in
Figure 3-2. The three curves represent the steady Green function for a submergence
of the source point equal to Z = 0.01, Z = 0.05 and Z = 0.1. Although getting
closer to the free surface will let us have more information about the high-frequency
content, it will require a finer discretization in time and space to avoid the aliasing
phenomena as well as a good representation in space of the higher frequency wave
components. We should observe that as the source points in the low-order version of
the TIMIT code are located on the centroids of each panel, we are introducing this
low-pass filter automatically.

We should note that using the so called “cosine spacing” when discretizing our

floating body can introduce very shallow panels close to the free surface. This will
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Figure 3-2: XZ-plane cut of the Green function field shown in Figure 3-1 for Y=0.2.
We can see the high-frequency components being eliminated as the depth of the source
is increased. The definitions given in Figure 3-1 also apply here.

bring high-frequency wave components that will not be filtered out and which may
be not well resolved in time and with respect to the panels dimensions. This is not a
problem in the zero-speed frequency-domain approach, because then we have absolute

control over the range of the chosen frequencies and subsequent wavelengths, but in

the time domain it will lead to numerical inaccuracies.

Knowing the mathematical definition of the impulsive, constant forward-speed
free-surface Green function, and being able to efficiently evaluate it using the routines
developed by Newman (1992) [32], we can define the first-order integral equation of
our initial boundary-value problem following Bingham [2], applying Green theorem

to the time derivative of the unsteady potential ¢(Z,7) and to the Green function

and integrating over the time history.
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After some manipulation we will arrive at

2rp(@ 1) + [ [ dE (p(€ G E) - GO Epul@.1)
= [ [ (e nIGum (@it = 1) - G(@E = gl 7))

- 5 /t:df Jdit@an ) [pl€7) (Grel@ €t = 7) — UGLe(& €t = 7))
~Grr(Z; €t — 1) (05 (%,7) — Ugpe(2,7)) = 0. (3.3)

Equation (3.3) is written in a form known as the potential formulation or boundary
element direct formulation. To compute the second-order steady potential and the
second-order steady forces, we need to calculate velocities and potentials over the body
surface and in the fluid domain and this will be done using the integral equation.
When computing velocities using a low-order panel code, the use of the so called
source formulation or boundary element indirect formulation is advisable, to avoid
taking numeric spatial derivatives of the potential. We can derive the integral equa-

tion for the source formulation approach defining the source strength to be

1

= —le—¢) (34)

g

where ¢’ is the potential that represents the solution of the flow in the region interior

to the body, and has boundary conditions

©'(Z,t) = ¢(Z,1) on S

o a\? a
(&-U%) 90'+g$cp =0 on Sf. (35)

The difference in the integral equations representing ¢ and ¢’ is only with respect to
the definition of the normal vector on the Sj,, surface, which will point in the opposite

direction.
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Adding both integral equations we will get the source formulation

I € (@ @8oEn)+ [ ar | [ dE(Guz e - noEn)
_%;/t: dT/Fdl (2D - 1) (Gf(:?; £t —1)o(€, 7')) . (3.6)

We should change (3.6), which is a fine relation for computing the potential at
any point in the fluid domain but not very useful for solving for the source strength,
operating with 7, - V., where the lower index = denotes the coordinate system where

the normal and the derivatives will take place:

-Ve(@t) = 2ro(ft) +//S CRERBEGD)
dT//S nx,x{t—r) (E,T))
- /todf [tz (Gur(@ &t =) 0(€,7) . (37)

Now the boundary S, should be discretized into a series of panels which in our case
will be considered to be triangular or quadrilateral flat panels, but in the general case
any surface made of interpolating functions consisting of polynomials, circular arcs,
etc will do. By using the method of collocation, the discretized form of equation (3.3)
or (3.7) will be applied to a number of particular nodes within each element where
values of the potential and its normal (3.3) or values of the potential and the source
strength (3.7) are associated. Integration over each panel is carried out analytically
or numerically, depending on the integrand and interpolating functions used. Finally,
imposing the prescribed boundary conditions, we will arrive at a system of linear
algebraic equations, that can be solved using direct or iterative methods, to obtain
the potential from (3.3) or the source strength from (3.7).

To compute the fluid velocities using the source formulation we can operate
on (3.6) with V,, and get an expression valid for any point in the fluid domain.
Using the potential formulation would imply a similar operation in (3.3), but we

would have to compute second space derivatives of the Green function which is not
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desirable, and not robust numerically.

3.2 First-order Potentials

The discrete form of equations (3.3) and (3.7) can be solved for each time step to give
the transient solution (unsteady potential or source strength) for each of the unsteady
radiation and diffraction potentials, as well as the solution of the first-order steady
potential, which will be the infinite-time limit of the radiation surge problem.

Depending if we are solving the diffraction problem or the radiation problem we
will have not only different Neumann boundary conditions, but also the potentials
will be decomposed in different ways and we will have to adopt specific forms of the
integral equations for each potential. This subject is covered in detail for example in
Liapis [15], King [16], Bingham et al [12], Bingham [2] and Korsmeyer et al [19].

For the solution of the diffraction problem, we have to solve equation (3.3) with

the body boundary condition given in (2.3), or
V¢S . ﬁ = —V¢1 . ﬁ on Sbm7 (38)

where in the moving reference system we can represent the first-order incident wave

potential as an integral over the frequency range of the waves given in (2.14),
- 0o g ) .. )
é1(Z,t) = Re / dw, — exp[Ko(z — iz cos B — iy sin f) + i wet]. (3.9)
—00 0

The encounter frequency relation (2.16) may be written as

2

cos 3, (3.10)

We = Wp —
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and if we multiply this equation by % cos B and define the non-dimensional frequency

as W-w ,% cos 3 l, we will have the non-dimensional encounter frequency

W, = Wy + W2 for cos 3 < 0 (3.11)

W, = Wo — W for cos # > 0, (3.12)
and for cos f =0, w-w %, so that
We = Wo for cos = 0. (3.13)

We can visualize the relation between the encounter frequency and the absolute

frequency for the different wave headings in Figure 3-3.

2

1.5

0.5

Figure 3-3: Relation between the non-dimensional absolute frequency @y and the non-
dimensional encounter frequencies we,, n = 0,...,3. The case n = 0 occurs when
cos B < 0. Cases n = 1,2 or 3 represent the three possible encounter frequencies
when cos 8 > 0. When cos § = 0 (beam seas), this relation becomes trivial and the
solution is actually given by @, = Wy.
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The curve representing @.o(@o) is given by (3.11), and all waves with this encounter
frequency @Weo(wp) will move in the direction given by the heading angle 8 with respect
to the moving reference system.

The second curve @, (@) is defined by equation (3.12) for @y < 1/2. The waves
having encounter frequency given by @.;(wo) have phase velocity C, = w./K. and
group velocity C,, = g—}“;’,f: (= we/(2 K.) for the deep water case) bigger than the ship
speed U. In the moving reference system they will overtake the ship.

An interesting situation occurs with the encounter frequencies contained in @, (@),
which is also defined by equation (3.12), but for @y in the range 1/2 < @y < 1. These
waves have a phase velocity greater than the ship speed, which means that for some-
one on the ship reference frame it would look like these waves are overtaking the ship,
but their group velocity is less than U, meaning that the ship moves faster than their
energy. So if we look at a wave packet in this situation, it would be represented as
undulations on the free surface that overtake the ship but are continuously disappear-
ing as it moves faster than their energy. Simultaneously, new undulations will show
up to take their place inside the space region moving with the group velocity of the
wave packet.

Finally we have the waves with encounter frequency given by @.3(@o), also defined
by equation (3.12), and of group and phase velocities smaller than U. Those waves
are being overtaken by the ship, and the negative frequency of encounter means that
their phase velocity relative to the ship has changed sign, and they appear to be
going in the —Z-direction. If we only compare the absolute value of the encounter
frequency, we can see that the range of encounter frequencies covered by @,;(@p) and
We2(Wo) will also be covered by @e3(wo).

Figure 3-4 shows impulsive waves in a moving reference frame with speed given
by a Froude number Fr = U//Lg = 0.25. The first three curves from the top
represent the free-surface undulation of an impulsive incident wave with a heading
angle 3 = 180 degrees. The three curves are for a non-dimensional time = t\/gm
equal to —20, 0 and 20. We can see in ¢ = —20 that as the higher frequency waves

(smaller wavelengths) have smaller group velocity, they are organized closer to the
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Figure 3-4: Impulsive incident wave elevations for head seas (first three plots), time
equal to -20, 0 and 20. The following seas impulsive wave elevations come on the next
nine curves, each set of three instantaneous shots for each component with different
group and phase velocities relative to the ship speed, F'r = 0.25. The first three wave
elevations are scaled by a factor of 5, and the last three by a factor of 4, with respect
to the six waves in the middle.
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point given by T = z/L = 5, where the ship will reach in 20 units of time to encounter
the impulsive wave, as shown in the second curve, and which it will soon leave behind,
as we can see in the third curve.

The next three curves are the wave elevation for the waves with encounter fre-
quency @We1(@o), belonging to an impulsive incident wave with heading angle 8 = 0
degrees. The waves are clearly overtaking the ship.

The interesting @W,»(@p) case is represented by the next three curves and is clearly
being overtaken by the ship, although it would seem otherwise for someone on the
ship.

Finally the last three curves represent the waves with encounter frequency given
by @We3(wo) which will move much slower than the ship and the undulations on the
free surface due to its presence.

Knowing the behavior of the incident wave in the moving reference frame and
how we can get the same frequency of encounter for different waves representing
distinct physical problems, we may define a better representation for the incident
wave potential then (3.9), separating the following seas case from the head or beam
seas (n = 0), and splitting it into the three regions numbered from 1 to 3:

a) cos $<0,n=0:

$1(3,0) = Re [ do, [oe Kotemizempmiyinin], (3.14)

b)cosﬂ>0,0<woSUTc:sé,n=1:

UcosB .
on(€,t) = Re/0 ** duwo [i (1_2“’0UCOSﬂ)

™o g
e Ko(z—i (z+U t) cos —iy sinﬁ)+¢'wct] . (3.15)

c)cos,@>0,UTC(;sé<w0§UC_gosﬁ'vn=2:

Ucosp .
. 1g U COSﬂ
1 = —R; y d —11-2
¢12(Z, 1) © Ucosp “o [7{' wo ( “o g )
e Kolz—i (z+U t) cos f—iy sinﬁ)+iwot] . (3.16)
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d)cosB>O,U—°g°sﬁ<wo<oo,n=3:

. ~ 0o l U cosp
é13(Z,t) = —Re /chs dwy [ﬂ'wo (1 — 2w p )
e Kol(z=i (z+Ut) cos f—~iy sin B)+i wot] _ (3.17)

For cos B > 0, the total incident wave potential is

b1(@0) = 3 dra@t). (318)

n=1

For the solution of the radiation problem we consider the ship to be advancing
with mean forward speed U and moving impulsively in each mode k. (pL"] represents a
set of canonical potentials due to an impulse in the n** derivative of the ship impulsive
motion in mode k. Here we will use n = 2, which defines an impulsive acceleration,

but the choice of n is arbitrary. The body boundary condition will then be given as
it - Vol'l(2,1) = niip(t) + mez(t), (3.19)

remembering that &, and zj; are defined to match the impulsive motion applied to
the body. For n = 2, impulsive acceleration, we will have &; = §(¢),the Dirac delta
function, so &} = h(t), the Heaviside step function, and z; = r(¢), the ramp function.

We may decompose our canonical radiation potential as
L@, 1) = Ni(@) 4(2) + Mi(@) u(t) + 9L(E, 1), (3.20)

where Ni(Z) and M(&) are waveless solutions independent of time, and %["(Z, t) will

give the transient behavior of the solution, or the memory of the radiation problem.
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The boundary value problems for each of these auxiliary potentials can be obtained

by applying the boundary conditions (2.13) to (3.19), and they will be given as

V?Nr =0 in all the fluid region
N = onz=0
ii-VNy=n; on Sy, (3.21)

and

ViIM; =0 in all the fluid region
My=0 onz=0
fi - VM =my on Spm, (3.22)

with the corresponding integral equations given as

2x N+ [ dE (MG - mG®) =0, (3.23)
27 My + / /S df (MGO — miG) = 0. (3.24)

The same substitution for the transient part of the radiation potential will lead to

the following set of boundary conditions (exemplified for the impulsive acceleration):

vl = o in all the fluid region
2]
2 _ Ovg _ 0 4=
Y =0, 9t =0 onz=0,t=0
d a1\’ ON, 0
(m — Ua—x) ,[CZ] =—g (a_zk + é\jk t) on z = 0, t> 0, (325) v

with the integral equation for the memory potential coming from the substitution

of the potential decomposition (3.20), boundary conditions for Ni(&), My (Z) and
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¥(Z,t), and the integral equations of the auxiliary potentials (3.3). Thus

2mi(E, ) + [ [ (wENCYED) - / dr [ dE (W(E)Crae(@Et =)
—% t:dr /F di(fizp - 1) [Y(&,7) (Grr(F 6t — 7) — UGe(Z5 €, — 7))
—Go(F &t —7) (Yr(F,7) — Uge(3,7)) =
[ dE (e H(@ E.1) — HA(:E ONW(E)

—

(4 / Sbmd{ my, H(E; €,t) — Ha(7;6, ) My(£)) (3.26)

to

1

3.3 First-order Equations of Motion

Applying Newton’s law to the linear floating body problem whose hydrodynamic

potentials were described in the last section will give

6
S My iv=F j=1,...,6 (3.27)

k=1

where M;; is the rigid body mass matrix of the floating body and F} stands for the
external forces. Assuming that the floating body is in hydrostatic equilibrium, which
means that the volume forces (weight and buoyancy forces) are in balance?, we will
compute the first-order impulsive hydrodynamic surface forces under the assumption
of ideal fluid laid down in Chapter 2, integrating the first-order terms of Bernoulli
equation (2.2) over Sp,,. So we will have for the diffraction potential the impulse-

response function given as

K;p(t) //Sm (——U )(gb;( 1)+ és(@t)n;  j=1,...,6. (3.28)

As the ship performs small unsteady motions around its mean positions it will expe-

rience the reaction of the forces coming from the radiation potentials, which will be

2 Actually we should say that the weight, buoyancy and any hydrodynamic steady forces will be
considered to balance each other
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given as

=/, ("‘—U x)(Zsék)ny j=1,....6, (3.29)

and knowing that the radiation potential has been decomposed as in (3.20), we can
define one term proportional to the acceleration as a;i, one term proportional to the
velocity as bjr and the term proportional to the displacement as c;r and also the

radiation impulsive-response function Kjy:

Qi = p/Sb di:'Nknj

. ON,
e = o[ (MU TR
- - oM
ik = P/Sbmdw( IE](O)‘UW’“)"J‘

[n]
p/ Sbm da (ad)@t( - v 83:( )) ich (3:30)

Defining C} as the linearized hydrostatic restoring matrix we will write (3.27) as

K5 ()

6

n d"
> (M + ajp)Zx + bjxdi + (Cix + cjr) $k+/ dr I’[ (t—7) dfnk(T)
k=1

— /_ dr K;p(t —7)((7), j=1,...,6, (3.31)

We can see that by defining ((¢), we will define the excitation force through the
convolution on the right hand side, and we will be able to compute the response Zx(t),

&k (t) and z(2).

3.4 Frequency-domain Representation

We want to compute the steady second-order forces in the frequency domain, and in
order to accomplish that we need to have a lot of information from the first-order
linear time-domain problem Fourier transformed to the frequency domain. Having

solved the time-domain problem, we can get this information for an arbitrary number
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of frequencies, as long as their range remains inside the range of frequencies that are
well represented by our impulsive forcing functions and subsequent ship responses.

We will need to solve the equations of motion in the frequency domain and get
the frequency-domain response amplitude operator (RAQ), which will be the ship
response to a unit amplitude incident wave inside the chosen range of frequencies.
The quantities we need to Fourier transform in this step are added mass, potential
damping and exciting force. Those quantities are computed for the ship as a whole
and we will call them integrated quantities or global quantities.

To compute non-integrated quantities in the fluid region, like fluid velocities and
pressure, which we will call local quantities, we will have to get their representation
in the time domain and also transform them to the frequency domain, as we will do

in the next subsections.

3.4.1 Global Quantities

We need to define the radiation and diffraction forces in the frequency domain before
transforming them from the time domain. In the frequency domain our first-order
equation of motions, here represented in the time domain in (3.27), would be written

as its Fourier transform

. . t [n] d"zy,
F (Mjk + ajk)xk + bjka:k + (C]’k + Cjk).rk + /_ dr I‘jk (t — T)dT—n(T) =

F [ / dr K;p(t —7) C(T)] (3.32)
or, calling the Fourier transform of z; as Zy,
—w2 (M + aji) Er(we) + twe bjg Ex(we) + (Cik + cjr)Er(we)+
“a [ dr KE DTk () —iwet
. t . T K (t—7) T (r)e

= [T at [ dr Kip(t—r)¢(r)e 7t
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Noting that K [“] + (t) is a causal function, changing variables defining s =t — 7, we will

be able to write

—w( Mk + aji) Fr(we) + i we bix xk(we) + (Cjk + cj) Er(we)+

n —twe s d T —tWweT
/;oo ds K][-k](s)e e d o nk(r) e

[ s K)o [ dr e,

or, changing the variable s for ¢, and once again remembering the causality of K J[-Z](t),
and calling the Fourier transform of the incident wave elevation as the complex vari-

able Ar(we),

~wWA (M + aji) Er(we) + ¢ we bjk Tx(we) + (Cjk + cjk)Fr(we)+
(i we)” ( /0 dt KI(t)e -Wet) Fa(we)
_ ( i ‘: dt K;p(t)e ~iv t) Ar(w.). (3.33)

A desirable frequency domain representation of the equation of motions would be

given as

6
> [~wH(Mie + Aju(we)) + iwe Bix(we) + Cie) Z(we) = Fp(we) Ar(we),
k=1
J = L...,6 (3.34)

where Aji(we) is the frequency domain added mass, Bji(w,) the frequency-domain po-
tential damping and Fp(we) is the diffraction exciting force. Equating the quantities

in (3.33) and (3.34), we will be able to write

Twe )" [ - iw
Aje(we) = Jk—%zi—Re [( 2) / dt KJ3(t)e ’t]

Bji(we) = bjx —Im [ i(iw)" / dt K ["] -We]

Fpwe) = [ Z dt Kp(t)e ~ . (3.35)
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We could have included ¢;; in the definition of a frequency-domain forward-speed
restoring coefficient C J(;;U), but since the frequency-domain approach usually does not
use this representation and we can always include this term with the added-mass

coeflicient, this was the final choice.

3.4.2 Local Quantities

As defined in (3.20), in the time domain we represent the radiation potential as

d":ck
drm (7)

Bu(8,) = Nu@F(t) + My@DEW) + [ dr (@t —7) (3.36)

so its frequency-domain representation will be given as

F(u(@ 1)) = F(M(@)Z(t) + Mu(&)Z(1)) +
/_ °:O dt /_ Z dr 93,1 — T)‘Zi’“(f) e ~iwet (3.7

Applying the Fourier transforms and changing variables in the same way as in the

last section, we will have

¢k(f,we) = iwe./\fk(:?)a?k(we)-I—Mk(i:')izk(we)+
(i we)” (/ dt (7, ¢ -"Wet):zk(we). (3.38)

We can see a comparison of computed values for the radiation potential on the free
surface in the frequency domain using the TIMIT and the WAMIT codes, in the six
degrees of freedom, in figures (3-5) to (3-10). TIMIT results were computed for ship
speed ranging from Fr = 0 to Fr = 0.25. The radiation velocity is evaluated by
operating with V in (3.36) and following the same development as for the radiation

potential, so

~

V(@ we) = twe VNL(E) Zp(we) + VME(Z) Zx(we) +
(i we) (/ dtw[“](:z,t)e-w):zk(we). (3.39)
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Figure 3-5: Non-Dimensional radiation surge potential at the point 7 = 0.4, ¥ = 0.2
and £ = 0.0. Results from WAMIT and TIMIT codes, Fr =0 to Fr = 0.25.
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Figure 3-6: Non-Dimensional radiation sway potential at the point = 0.4, ¥ = 0.2
and £ = 0.0. Results from WAMIT and TIMIT codes, Fr =0 to Fr = 0.25.
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Figure 3-7: Non-Dimensional radiation heave potential at the point § = 0.4, ¥ = 0.2
and £ = 0.0. Results from WAMIT and TIMIT codes, Fr =0 to Fr = 0.25.
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Figure 3-8: Non-Dimensional radiation roll potential at the point £ = 0.4, £ = 0.2
and £ = 0.0. Results from WAMIT and TIMIT codes, Fr =0 to F'r = 0.25.
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Figure 3-9: Non-Dimensional radiation pitch potential at the point
and £ = 0.0. Results from WAMIT and TIMIT codes, Fr =0 to F'
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Figure 3-10: Non-Dimensional radiation yaw potential at the point 7 = 0.4, ¥ = 0.2
and £ = 0.0. Results from WAMIT and TIMIT codes, Fr =0 to Fr = 0.25.
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For the diffraction potential our frequency-domain representation will be given as

F (¢s(Z,t) + ¢1(Z, 1)) =
I °; a [ ‘: dr (¢s(Z,t— 1)+ ¢1(,t — 7)) ((r) e~ (3.40)

but we know the closed form of the incident potential in the frequency domain, so
there will be no need to compute its Fourier transform and the final representation

will be given as

~ g A
ér(ZF,we) = %i— exp[Ko(z + —iz cos f — iy sin ) + iwt] (3.41)
0

3s(3,we) = /_ °:o dt $s(t)e ~eet, (3.42)

and the scattered wave velocity as
Vs(Z,w) = / dt Vs(t)e ~iwet, (3.43)

We can see that the potential representation in the frequency domain is smoother
in the diffraction problem then in the radiation problem. This happens because (1)
in the diffraction problem the incident wave potential, which is very smooth, will
give the main contribution when compared to the scattered potential, and (2) in
the radiation problem we will have that waves radiated from the body with group
velocity less than the ship forward velocity will not reach the point where the potential
is being computed. This means that waves with a nondimensional frequency greater
than wem = 1/(4Fr) will never reach the point if they have to move against the
current. This fact will contribute with some more spikes to the frequency domain

representation of the radiation potential.
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Figure 3-11: Non-Dimensional diffraction potential at the point ¥ = 0.4
= 0.0. Results from WAMIT and TIMIT codes, Fr = 0 to Fr =

z
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Figure 3-12: Non-Dimensional diffraction potential at the point 7 = 0.4, £ = 0.2 and
£ = 0.0. Results from WAMIT and TIMIT codes, Fr = 0 to Fr = 0.25, incident
waves heading equal to 135 degrees.
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Chapter 4

Second-Order Steady Forces

4.1 Pressure Integration

Under the irrotational, ideal flow assumption, after obtaining the velocity potential
that describes the flow around our body, the most natural way of computing hydrody-
namic forces is by integrating the hydrodynamic pressure over its surface. This means
taking an integral over the instantaneous wetted body surface (S3). The transfer from
this surface to the mean wetted surface (Spn) will be made, using Taylor expansions
under the small wave amplitude and small body-motions approach.

This approach will be followed, and the computation of forces by the integra-
tion of pressures will be outlined for the Neumann-Kelvin case, expanding Ogilvie’s
development [36] for the non-zero forward-velocity case.

Consistent with the Neumann-Kelvin approach, Bernoulli equation (2.2) will be
given as

1 Oy
p——p(cpt+-2~Vso-V<P—Ua—x+gz), (4.1)
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and we will have the wave elevation up to second order, under the Neumann-Kelvin

flow and the small wave amplitude hypothesis, as

1 Vo). V)
— (1) (1) ] 2 { (—5‘ F ( (2))
z,y,t) = € -U +e +¢ " =U
n(z,y,1) [ ( Pz ) 5 %

[(pu) oD U (0 o + o0 ) + U2 o0 o0 }

+ 0(c%) onz = 0. (4.2)
We are going to define the first-order ship motions as

£ = {&1,6, 6} = {surge, sway, heave}
=801 DL 894

( = {&4, &5, €6} = {roll, pitch, yaw}
= QM + R + Qe +..., (4.3)

and, following Ogilvie [36], we see that we can relate the position vectors on &, and

Z through

8
It
8y

e(E+0xd,) +e(HE,)+0(e%), (4.4)

where H is a rotation matrix including second-order corrections to the vectorial prod-

uct, first-order rotation, and is defined as

. (68 0 0
H= -3 —2846s  (£363) 0 : (4:5)
—28ibe —28sbe (€3€2)
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We can also relate the normal vectors, defined in the body fixed moving reference

frame (7i;) and in the steady moving reference frame () through

{n1,na,n5} = ity + € (@ x 73,) + &7 (H ,) + O(e?)
Exii= {nyns,ne} = xii,+e|xi,+Qx (& xi,)] +

e? [€x (G x 7,) + H (&, x )] + O(¢%). (4.6)

-
n

Integrating the pressures over the hull surface we will get the total force acting on

the floating body, which will be given as

F(we) = / /S i, p dS. (4.7)

We have already Fourier transformed the potentials and velocities from the time
domain to the frequency domain, and we know that given two complex quantities A

and B, with a time dependency as e ‘%,

1

Re (Ae'"")Re (Be'"!) = 3 Re (ABe'? + AB"), (4.8)

where B* denotes the complex conjugate of B, so it is easy to compute the steady
part of the terms coming from the first-order solution. Here we will show the second-
order terms contributing to the force and moment and it should be implicit that the
second-order steady contribution is to be collected from the second-order force and
moment using (4.8), and disregarding the contribution to the sum-frequency forces.
The integral in Equation (4.7) is to be taken over the instantaneous ship surface
Sy, not known a priori, and we want to evaluate it on the known surface S;,,. We
can use relations (4.4) and (4.6) to account for the proper relative positions of the
surfaces. Equation (4.4) can be seen as a relation between the position vectors in
Z and Z, or as a function relating a point on the mean surface S;,, and the actual
surface Sp. The same consideration goes for equation (4.6), with respect to the body
normals 7 and 7i,. It is easy to see that in Figure 4-1, where Z, is a position vector

in the frame of reference fixed on the ship.
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e | ()

>
~

Figure 4-1: The two coordinate systems showing the two possible interpretations of
equation (4.4).

Equation (4.4) can be interpreted as transforming Zs into & (up to second order),
described in the moving reference frame with mean ship speed. The other interpreta-
tion of (4.4) is given when we look at Z, in the same figure, which will be a position
vector over Sy, having the same coordinates in the mean ship speed reference frame as
Z5 in the body fixed reference frame. In this case the equation will transform a point
on Sy, to its place over Sy, correct up to second order on ¢. Both position vectors
(%, and Z) are described on the mean ship speed reference system. Our first-order
pressure was computed with respect to the body mean position. Taylor expanding

the pressure to the actual instantaneous position we will have

pls, = pls,, + (= 7:) - V plg,, + O(e?). (4.9)
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Substituting (4.1) and (4.4) in (4.9) we will get

0 1
Ho = -ploste (w-U 52) 473 Ve 406
—ple (E+ 0 x4,) +e2(HZ,) +0(e%)] -
\Y [gz +e (got -U g—z) +&? % IVo|* + 0(53)] : (4.10)
or looking at the order of each term, and dropping the s subscript of Z, as it is clear

that our interpretation of (4.4) actually refers to a position vector over Sy, being

transformed to Sy,

Pls,, = —pgz—sp[go( Uso(1)+g(€3+€4y—€5$)]
—e?p [50(2) Ul + IVsOI + (€40 x2) V() -U @i")]
—e’pg (H:c . k) + 0( 3. (4.11)

Substituting (4.6) and (4.11) in (4.7), also dropping the subscript s from Z, and

the normal 72, and grouping the terms by order, we will have the force as

Fw) = pf[ ds [i+e(@xi)+e H)
bm
{gz——z—: [cpg U(p(1)+g (§3+f4y—55$)]
[<2) Ue® + = |v(,o|2+(§“ +0x2) V(e -U so&")]

_e?y (Hx.zz)}Jr//AS:Zp ds + 0(e?), (4.12)
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and the moments, using the definition of {n4,ns,ne} in (4.6), as

M(w.) = p/fsbmds{fxﬁ+e[{xﬁ+ﬁx(fxﬁ)]
+e? [Ex (@ x 7) + H (& x )| }
{gz—e el —Ue® +g (& + by - & 2)]
e [Vl + (£ + G x2) -V (o - U o)
—g (Hz k) + o - U o]}
+ /A JEx ) pdS+0(), (4.13)

where the corrections [f,s, 7, p dZ and [[ps, (Z x 7i) p d¥ stand for the integrals
having to be taken over S;, going up to where the water surface intersects the instan-

taneous body surface as we can see in Figure 4-2. Integrating only over Sj,, makes

our integrals stop at z, = 0, not taking into account the O(¢) missing part.

R 7

iz 7|\ Ds

n

Figure 4-2: The two coordinate systems showing the differences on the boundary over
the still waterline we should include on the integral over the mean wetted ship surface
(dotted lines) to be mathematically equivalent to the actual (solid lines) position.
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This correction is mathematically expressed as

/A ﬁp dS I dl s(ﬂ-§3—9§4+$js) [n te (Q x n) n 0(52)]

Spm wL Jo

{gz+eg [cpt -U g—i + (& + 8y -5590)] + 0(52)}(4.14)

and similarly, the correction for the moment,

/ /A JExi)pds = —p }fWLdz / R (Fxitelfxi
+8 x (& x n)] + 0(62)}

{gz+€g l‘Pt—Ug—w‘l'(ﬁs'i-&y—fsﬂ] +0(52)}-
(4.15)

The second-order terms coming from the line-integral corrections (4.14) and (4.15)

that will contribute to the second-order steady force are

//A ApdS = —pg fWLdlr'i(n—£3—y§4+w£5)2, (4.16)

Sbm

and

f/A (Zx7)pdS = —pgfWLdl(:zxﬁ)(,,_ge,_ygﬁm&)z.

bm

(4.17)

Inspecting (4.12) and (4.13), we can define the second-order hydrostatic forces to
be

Fw) = —pg [[ dsi[(Ha-k)+(Ax7) @ +&y-Ea)+
(H i) 2] = —k pg (EabsAuwpzs + EsbsAupyy), (4.18)

where A,, is the waterplane area and z; and y; are the centers of flotation on the
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waterline plane. For the moments we will have

i) = —pg [[ a5 [Exi+Gx@x )] (G+ty—ba)
—pg //SbmdS (& x ) (He - k)
_pg //SbmdS [B (& x @) +€x (Ax7)] 2
= ipg{V[-2AE +€) + mubats] + (I — Lutste
—2L12€a86 + Auwp( €265 — 776386 )— Auwpbala — Auwpyr€aéa]}
4109 {(VR(E +)+ [(In — L)éste + 2Lnatste
+Aupabs + Auwpys (6164 — €3€6) — AwpTs€rés]}
+kpg [—(Lu — Lag)€abs + L12(€] — €2)
+Aupr€als + Aupys€as], (4.19)

where V stands for the displaced volume, z;, y, and 2, as the coordinates of the
center of buoyancy, and L;; as the integral [f,,, z;z; dS. Now we can represent the

second-order terms contributing to the total steady force as

F(w,) = p//s,,m s (U (pg)) dsS — p//s,,,,, i (_;_ IV(’D(UIZ) s
—p//s i [(_‘+ 0 x 5:') -V (tpﬁl) — Ucpgl))] ds
bm
—p /s,, {(ﬁ X fi) - [50?) —UpN+g (&+&uy —Esw)]} ds

P9 P i (n — & — yba + 2&5)” dl + _’lgw‘?(we% (4.20)

and to the second-order steady moments as

MO w) = 5[ /S @ x) (Ue) ds - p / [ (@i (% |V<p(1)|2) ds
—p//s @ x7) [(E+0x &)V (o) - Ue®)] ds
- [ [Exa+@x@xd] [/ -Vl +g (& +by—¢a)] dS

g, (F %) (1= o= éa+ats)’ dl+ MEw) (+21)
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Another way to display the second-order forces and moments is by using the def-
inition of the first-order forces and moments, enabling us not to recompute some
terms that have already been evaluated when solving the first-order problem. Sub-
stituting (4.6) and (4.11) in (4.7) it is easy to collect the terms contributing to the

first-order forces,

FOw) = —pff @)+ (6 +€ay— &52)] dS
—pg //Sbmz Q X n) ds, (4.22)

letting us state that

~pJfs,, (A x7) [ —UeD +g (& + 8y —&2)| dS =
ﬁxﬁ(l)—pgﬂx// an)dS_

— -;

0 x FO = pgV [—tabsi— & oj + (& + )R], (4.23)

to finally get an alternate way of representing the second-order steady forces as

ﬁ(z)(we) = p//bmﬁ U‘p(z) dS_p//Sbmﬁ (_;_ IV‘P(1)|2) dS
o [[ #[(E+fx7) V(o) v p0)] ds
—pg fWLn(n — & — ybatats)” dl

+Q x FO — pg Auy (babozs + Es boys) F. (4.24)

The second-order steady moments can be redefined following the same lines. Noting

that the first-order moment is given as

HOw) = —p [[ @x ) ol Upl+g 60+ by~ &) dS

_,,g//Sb {gxn z+[Qx(5c‘><ﬁ)] z} dS, (4.25)
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which will enable us to get the relation

o [ Gx@x) [l U +9 (64 bay ~Es2)] dS
=Q(1)XM(1)—pgﬁX/L [(fxﬁ)zﬁ-ﬁx(:i’xﬁ) z] ds
bm
=00 x MO —pgV 4 x [ﬁx(ybi—xbj)+(gxl::)]. (4.26)

Using the expression (4.22) for the first-order forces we will also be able to write the

relation

A FO) _”//sb,,. (Ex ) [ —Ue® + g (& + by — )] dS

—pg /megx (ﬁ X fi) z dS. (4.27)

Finally, using (4.26)and (4.27) we may rewrite the second-order steady moments (4.21)

as

M) = p / /S (@ x7) (Ue®) d5 - / /s (@ x) G lw(”lz) ds
—p//sm (@ x i) [(E+ 8 x 7) -V (¢ = U pD)] dS

~pg §, (@x7) (1 & —yéa+a&) dl
FED x O 4 GO J70

09 [~Veuts + Veskses — Viston — 5 (6~ &) v — Lutubs — Inntste]

+pg [—Vﬁzfe + Vabozy + ; (5? - 62) zy + L11éaés + L12€5§6] J
+pg (V&bs + Veabs + Vistem, — Véabeys) k. (4.28)
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4.2 Momentum Flux

An alternate approach for integrating pressures over the ship wetted surface is to
use momentum conservation relations over a control surface encompassing the ship
and moving with its same mean forward speed. By computing the momentum flux
through this control surface we will be able to tell the steady forces and moments.

As we said in the first chapter, early work using this approach was restricted to
information about the planar forces and yaw moment. At that time there were no
general solutions for the unsteady flow close to the floating body, but asymptotic
computation of the potential and fluid velocities far from the ship were possible, so
defining a control surface at great distances from the body was the way of choice. The
planar forces and yaw moments have in common the fact that some integrals over the
mean free surface that show up when we employ this approach will not contribute for
those components, and we can avoid the computation of hydrodynamic quantities in
the near field.

Under our approach, the evaluation of the potential or fluid velocities far from
the body is not an advantage, because we are computing first order quantities in
the time domain to subsequently Fourier transform them to the frequency domain.
Higher frequency waves, which travel with small group velocities, will require the
solution of long transient problems to reach our control surface making this whole
idea computationally too expensive.

Defining a compact surface close to the floating body and using the momentum
flux relations over it in order to compute steady second-order forces and moments is
much more feasible. This approach, which we have already used (Ferreira and Lee [7])
in connection with the WAMIT program, gave convergence of the drift forces faster
than using the pressure integration method with equivalent number of panels over
the body surface. To be fair in this comparison we have to remember that each field
point on the control surface will be roughly as computationally expensive as an extra
body panel, and a proper balance between the number of panels and number of field

points should be found in order that this method becomes attractive.
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The required number of control points over the outer surface was found to be
approximately of the same order of magnitude than the number of panels over the
body. Although theoretically we may refine the number of points on the outer surface
just by computing the time history of the potential and velocities on new chosen
control points, improving our numerical quadratures in the same computer run, this
is not numerically an easy task, and has not yet been implemented. Each outer
surface refinement requires a new run of the simulation program.

In Figure 4-3 below we show the body consisting of a half sphere inside the compact
surface, which is defined as the sum of §5,, the surface defining an outer region bellow
and around the body up to the actual free surface Sy, and Sy itself, the actual
free surface that goes up to the body instantaneous surface S;. We should note
that the compact surface is represented as a “mesh” only for visualization purposes,
being actually a set of chosen points where some quadratures will be performed, and
which do not play any role in the solution of the potentials. The definition of those
quadratures will be the development of this section.

The total linear momentum of the fluid inside the compact surface is given by

M) = p / / /V Ve dv, (4.29)

where V is the fluid volume contained between the compact surface and the ship hull,

and the total angular momentum is

At = p / / /V Zx Vi dV. (4.30)
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Figure 4-3: The compact surface (S, + S5 = Sy,) surrounding the floating body Sy,
(here a half sphere), without a 30 degrees sector on S, for better visualization.

Using the transport theorem to compute the rate of change of the total momentum

in the moving coordinate system, we will have

dM(t)
1

_ d . dS, 4,
- p/fAV% V+p/éMV¢US‘9 (4.31)

and

—

iéﬁ:=p/XfoV%dV+p/LMfXV¢Mwﬂi (4.32)

where U, is the normal component of the surface Sy = S; + S, + Sy velocity, in

the moving reference frame. We can refer to Euler equation in the moving reference
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frame 7 to get

PV +p[(Ve—Ut)-V]Vo = -V (p+pg2), (4.33)

letting us write

dM(t) . p
el —p///V((Vgo—Uz)-V)ch-l-V(;+gz) dv
+ VU, dS, 4.34
p//SM ¢ Uns (4.34)
and
dAt) . \ R p
5 = —p///V(:cx(ch—Uz)-V)Vgo+a:><V(;+gz) dv
+ £ x VoU,, dS. 4.35
o [f, #x Vel (4.35)

Observing that
e 8
(Vo-Ui)-V)Vp = V(2] (Vo-UDi+V(22) - (Vo-U3);
+V (&P) (Vo —Ui) k,
we will be able to rewrite (4.34), using the Gauss theorem, as

+7 - (Vo — U)( )k V<pUns+n(p+gz) ds

= —p/ VLp(ﬁ-Vgo—ﬁ-Ui—Uns)+ﬁ(£+gz) ds
Sfob P

- _ R v = (P
= p//stngo(n Ve Un)+n(p+gz) ds, (4.36)

where U, = 7i - Ui 4 U, is the normal velocity due to the motion of the moving

reference system combined with the normal velocity relative to this system. This is
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the normal velocity of the surfaces with respect to the fixed reference system, and
we can see that the same result would have been obtained in case we had derived
the momentum time rate in the fixed reference system. By analogy, the angular
momentum time rate will be given as

dA(t)

== //SfOb(:'c’xVc,o)(ﬁ-Vc,o—Un)+(:Exﬁ) (§+gz) ds.  (4.37)

For periodic incident waves we should observe that dﬂgt(t) and d‘zgt) will have zero

mean over one period, as Ogilvie [36] pointed out, because any different result would
reflect on an infinite amount of momentum inside our control volume as time goes to

plus or minus infinity. Defining the forces and moments acting over the actual body

hull as

B o= // 7ipdS
St

A = / /S (@#x)pds, (4.38)

knowing that the pressure on the free surface is equal to the atmospheric pressure,
which we define arbitrarily to be zero, disregarding the hydrostatic term on the outer
integral because it will give no net contribution, and also that U, = 7 - Vo over Sy

and Sy, we may rewrite (4.36) and (4.37) as

P o= —pg /[gb?zds—p//SO [ﬁ (%) + Ve (%—Un)] ds,  (4.39)

and

—

A = pg/[gb(ffxﬁ)zdS

—p / / o l(i’ x ) (%) +(Z % V) (% _ U)] dS.  (4.40)

The first integral in (4.39) and (4.40) is to be taken over the actual hull surface S

and free-surface elevation Sy. Once more we do not want to do that, and the transfer
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of this integral from S, to Sy and from Sy to the mean free surface Sy, is desired.

Taylor expanding z over the hull from Sy, to Sy, we will get
zlg, = zlg, +(Z—35)-Vzlg . (4.41)
Substituting (4.4) in (4.41),
dls, = zls, +[c(E+0x )+ (HT,)+0() k. (4.42)

Now, using also (4.6), we can relate the integral of the z-term over S; and S, with

the hydrostatic force Fiy(w,) as

Foy = —pg//sﬁzds
b

o9 [[[ S (i) —epg [[ 45 [i(es+ by —Esa)+ (@ x )]

—?pg //SmdSﬁ[(Hx-fc) + (G x7) (b +bay—tso)+
(H 7) 2] + O(e?), (4.43)

and collect the second-order terms that contribute to the steady problem. Writ-

ing (4.43) as
Fue = FQ+eFL)+FR+0(), (4.44)

and for the moments

-

M, = Mb(f,? +e Mb(,ln) + 82M,£§2 + 0(e%), (4.45)

we will have those terms as F\2), given by (4.18), and M, @) given by (4.19).
The next step is the transfer of the integrals over S¢ to S¢,,. We have that

zls, = Z|Sf,,.+77lsf,,, .

= s> (4.46)



and we know 7| S from (4.2). The integration over the mean free surface will only
contribute to the vertical force, as well as roll and pitch moments. We may now

rewrite the integral over the free surface as

_pg//;fﬁzds - —p//sfmdSﬁ(cpt—Utpx+|V;p|2)

i 2
p/sfmdS p [sottpzt+U Pz Puz
—U (¢t Pz + Pz pat )]
+/[ 48 e~ Ua), (4.47)

or

~po [[ 7zas = ok [[ a5 (vt )

+ok | /% aS 1 (o~ Ul + # | /Asfgs (1 — Us:z)- |
4.48

Similarly we will have for the moments contributions given by

_pg/Lf(fxﬁ)zdS — —p//sfmdS (fxﬁ)(got—U<px+|V;|2)
+ok | /s,,,.dS @Ex )l (pu=Uarll + [, L5 ExR) (o= Ups), (149)

The integrals over ASy,, stand as correction terms on the integrals over the mean
free surface due to the lateral motions of the ship, as can be seen in Figure 4-4, and

which will be given as

—

I, = p fr di |7t - €+ x &)pe~ U], (4.50)
for the forces and, for the moments, as

Ty, = p fé dl [(Zx7) - (E+8 x 3)(pe— Ups)]. (4.51)
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Ship actual waterline position

Ship mean waterline position

Figure 4-4: View from the waterline of a ship in its mean position and translated and
rotated from its actual position. The ship motion is considered to be of O(¢) and so
a correction term represented as the line integral is necessary.

The last term we need to compute on (4.39) is the integral to be taken over the
outer surface S,. Substituting p from (4.1),and once more collecting the terms that

will give a contribution to the second-order steady force, we will have

-p//So [ﬁ (p) + Ve (-g%—vn)] ds =

L[ Bp . Bp Vel dp
_p//son(—8t+Uax_gz_ 5 ) TVelgs ~Un) 95

+ / /A 7 (o = Ug) dS. (4.52)
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We will rewrite the right hand side of (4.52) as

2

—pf/oﬁ(—sot—wf —92)+V9990nd5+/f£(%—92) ds
—p// (WU U )dS p// (chUn—Ug—:ﬁ) dS (4.53)

Here the correction terms represented by the line integrals taken over the intersection

of the outer surface S, and the mean free surface (contour AS,) exist because the
outer surface S, ends at z = 0, while the real surface ends at z =, which is an error of
order €. The second order correction that will come from this integral, which contains
first order quantities integrated over this first order strip, will give a contribution to

the forces mathematically translated as

- en - P —
Trey =0, dl/o dz 7 ((pt—gz):—%?g dii (G2 - U*¢2),  (4.54)

and

=

Ig;, = —p jf dln<v¢U U?o ) (4.55)

Investigating the contribution coming from the third integral in (4.53) we note an
advantage in separating the contribution to the vertical force and the contributions

to the horizontal forces. Expanding the terms we will have

—p //S (wUn—U%ﬁ) ds =

pUﬁ/LO(soynz—%ny) dS+prf//So(<pznx—soxnz) ds =

pUj(// W-dfdz+// w-dz”dr)
o—vert So—hor

+pUlAc//S (pznge — @z nz) dS, (4.56)

and we can see that if there is no circulation in the fluid, which is our case, the

mean planar forces are determined from the first-order quantities only. So the total
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contribution from the outer surface integral to the steady second-order force will be

given as

_p// (ﬁLVQiP-— ) dS-—? > dl i (t,of—U%oi)

+pUk// (2)n —cp()n) ds — pf dlr](chU UZS" ) (4.57)

and similarly, the contribution to the moments as

sAGEES
o[, vy 0o

—pﬁo dlp [(5 x V) Up — U g—‘; (# x ﬁ)] (4.58)

] dS—% }i dl (& x 7)) (2 = U%2)

(2)
agw (Z x ﬁ)} ds

We can now collect all terms that will contribute to the total second-order steady
force computed using the momentum flux formulation, from equations (4.44), (4.48),

(4.50), and (4.52), to finally get:

- o . Vol
FPw) = F2—pk //s, [—U P + % — 1 (st — Usozz)] ds

—76/)9}{ [(é3 + Eay — &5 )] dl+pU’5//S° (¢ ng — P n.) dS

_,,//o( _‘Pl—v ) dS—”Q—gfodlﬁ(so?—U"’wi)

—p }{ di (WU _U g‘P *) (4.59)
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and for the moments, collecting the contributions from equations (4.45), (4.49), (4.51)
and (4.58):

o - L. Vol
MPw) = M2 —p //s, (% x ) [—U%(f’ + % — 7 (¢t — U pgy)| dS

~pg § (Fx W)+ ey — o)) dl

2
_p/[so ((:Ic‘xﬁ)—l—Y;;l—Vgocpn) dsS
-£4 b dl (& x ) (w2 - U?¢2)

2
. o
—p//so [(wacpm) U,.-U gx (xxn)] ds
_pffo dln(megoUn—Ua—w(xxn)), (4.60)

We can notice that this expressions are equivalent to the one Grue and Palm([10]
obtained for the slow speed double-body case horizontal steady forces, and the free-
surface integral is similar to the expression Zhao and Faltinsen[43] obtained, if we
consider the steady basis flow to be given by the Neumann-Kelvin approximation
and include the second-order steady potential contribution. Equation (4.59) also
imply that for a fluid with no circulation the second-order steady potential is not
necessary for the computation of the second-order steady horizontal forces, using the
momentum flux computation. This will not be true for the computation of the vertical

force or the moments.
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4.3 Second-order Steady Neumann-Kelvin Prob-
lem

The computation of second-order steady forces for the zero forward-speed problem
only requires information of first order quantities. However, as we have seen in the pre-
vious sections, and it is apparent from looking at the pressure definition in Bernoulli
equation (2.2)

1 Oy
p——p(¢t+§V¢-V¢—U5;+92), (4.61)

the second-order steady force acting on a ship with forward speed also has a contri-

0p®
2 —
c p/./sbm nU Oz

where ¢(?) is the steady second order potential. In the following subsections we will

bution from the term

ds, (4.62)

define the boundary conditions that must be satisfied by this second-order potential
and the integral equation that we can build from using these boundary conditions in

connection with Green’s identity.

4.3.1 The Boundary Value Problem

The boundary value problem satisfied by the second-order steady potential is obtained
by collecting the second-order terms coming from the boundary conditions. The first-
order quantities are supposed to be known at this stage.

The second-order problem we are going to solve is defined in the frequency domain,
in the sense that for each frequency we will be able to define different steady boundary
conditions that will define a second-order steady potential solution. This steady
boundary problem may be solved as the large time limit of a transient surge radiation
problem with these boundary conditions. The computation of the second-order steady

forcing from the first-order frequency domain solution only requires the use of (4.8).
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Taking the second-order terms in the Laplace equation we will have
Vip® =, in the entire fluid region, (4.63)

while the body boundary condition follows from the steady part of the second-order

terms in (2.29), or

B
on

= B(Z), on Spm, (4.64)

where, for the freely-floating problem, B(Z) can be computed following the same lines
of Ogilvie [36], but for now we will concentrate on the fixed-body (diffraction) problem

when

B(Z) = 0. (4.65)

The steady second-order free-surface boundary condition can be obtained from (2.21),
substituting the ¢p definition for the Neumann-Kelvin flow and linearizing over the
plane z = 0 or equivalently we can look at the zero velocity free-surface boundary

condition as discussed for example in Ogilvie [36], and given by

(2) (2) P
Pioty | 0P (1) o2 () ) B
g + 0z gato l l ° 9z (‘Ptoto t9¢; ) on z =0,

(4.66)
and transform to the Neumann-Kelvin case substituting
0
— =—=—-U-—. 4.
ot (4.67)

which will finally give the second-order steady-potential free-surface boundary condi-

tion as

U?

!
(2)+ (P
g SO:L‘:L‘

5 = = H(Z), on z =0, (4.68)
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where

N
HE) =~ (20 Ve - V) — o o) + U o 1))
1
7 (-e P+ U ol + 20 67 ol

—2U% o0 ol — U o L), + U o1 o.) . (4.69)
We will also have that, at large distances from the body

Ve 50, |&]+— oo (4.70)

4.3.2 Discrete Integral Equation

The boundary value problem shown in the last section is similar to the steady-state
limit of the transient surge first-order problem, with the exception of the inhomoge-
neous right hand side in the free-surface boundary condition (4.68) and a different
right hand side of the body boundary condition (4.64). The derivation of an integral
equation for this problem follows the same steps of the first order, and the details are
presented in Appendix A.

The potential formulation integral equation will then be given as

27 §(t) + / . € [8(2) Gar(0) = 62, () GO)]
= [ dr [[ 4 [br) Guerlt = 7) = bu(r) Gult = )]

U
—g./to dr /Fdlnl [6(7) (Grr(t —7) = UGe(t — 7))
~G(t - T) (¢-(7) — Uge(7))]
+ " dr / /S (HE) G (t—7)) =0 (4.71)
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and the source formulation, with the details also presented in Appendix A, as

/ / d (GO ) o(E1)) + / “dr / / dE (G (3 &,t — 1)a(€,7))
/to dr/dl (G+(3:€,t =)o (€,7))
+/, dT// df H(E)G.(t—7)) =0 (4.72)

As we said before, the steady problem can be considered as the infinite time limit
of the radiation surge problem. The difference is that the boundary conditions over
the body surface are much simpler, as it does not involve the m-terms nor the terms
proportional to the normal unit vector over the body surface. The constant in time
body boundary condition given by (4.64) will only require us to compute the gradient
of (4.72), and we will not need to decompose the source strength in a manner similar
to what has been used with the radiation potential (3.20).

Looking at (4.72) we see that the forcing function 7‘((5 ) is constant in time and
not a function of the field point coordinate Z, but of the source point coordinate £,

and therefore constant with respect to the applied gradient. We will then have

f_; // d§ G(")(x 5)a(£,t) +/ dr//bmdé r( ,g,t—T)O'(gaT))
e /m b 7 (6o (56,1~ fE )
el s

as the equation that needs to be solved in order to compute the large time asymptotic
limit for the source strength 0'(5, T).

The first problem encountered on the computation of the solution of the steady
second-order potential was the computation of the forcing function 'H(g ). The higher
order derivatives were computed using the central-difference approach in a finite dif-
ference scheme, but the forcing is not being properly computed. To look further into
the problems we are having, we defined the second-order low-speed potential problem

under the Neumann-Kelvin approach.
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4.3.3 The Low-Speed Diffraction Second-Order Potential

Under the low-speed assumption, we will assume, as Grue & Palm [8] [9] [11] (1985,
1986, 1993), Nossen et all [34] (1991), and Zhao & Faltinsen [41] [42] [43] (1988, 1988,
1989) did in connection with the double-body flow, that terms proportional to U?
may be considered to be of a higher order and will not affect the solution of the
problem.

Calling the low-speed second-order potential as cp (m), we will have our boundary

value problem given as

Vip (2) =0, in the entire fluid region,

(2)
% =0, on Sy,

FRO)
B = 12U Ve - Vo) — o) o) + U o) (1)
L (P U o 420 ) onz =0,

Vol -0, |Z| — o0, (4.74)

where only the steady part of the right hand side is to be taken into account. The

corresponding integral equation is given as
2w+ [ d (oGS - R(Ef®) =0, (4.75)
bm fm

where R(€) represents 22L- o¢,” on Spr and Sy, as given by (4.74).

It is easy to see that far from the body, when the waves have a dependency on z
like €*%, and on z like e~ that 'R,(E ) will have no real part. In order to exemplify the
numerical problems we have encountered on the computation of the forcing function
we will plot the real and imaginary part of () and ¢, since the combination of the
potential and this second derivative was the dominant term on the forcing.

For the computation of the forcing function at each point shown in the plots, over
the free-surface, we used a central difference scheme with 5 points to compute the

second derivatives of the potential over the plane z = 0. The ({!) terms were obtained
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through the use of the Laplace equation.

From the spikes that show up in the forcing function plots we have a clear indica-
tion that the computation of the potential and velocities over the free-surface is not
accurate enough to allow the computation of the second-order derivatives.

As a consequence of the forcing function not being well represented, the compu-
tation of the second-order steady force coming from the second-order potential was
not accurate, but nevertheless we accepted the results obtained as an indication that
this contribution is small and can be disregarded in general. The idea is that the
error in the representation of the forcing function shows up as the spikes, and so if
it were not for these spikes the forcing function would be much smaller, leading to
the computation of a second-order steady potential, velocities, and ultimately forces,
smaller than the computed response. We can see in the Figures 4-15 and 4-16 that
the steady forces coming from the second-order steady potential to be only a small
fraction of the second-order steady force coming from the first-order potential, giving

support to the idea that we may disregard this contribution.
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Figure 4-5: Real part of ¢1) over the free surface. w, = 1.0, Fr = 0.10 and 3 = 180
degrees. Wigley hull is located between —0.5 < /1 < 0.5.

Figure 4-6: Imaginary part of ¢(!) over the free surface. w, = 1.0, Fr = 0.10 and
B = 180 degrees. Wigley hull is located between —0.5 < z /I < 0.5.
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Figure 4-9: The total forcing function over the free surface. w. = 1.0, Fr = 0.10 and
B = 180 degrees. Wigley hull is located between —0.5 < z/I < 0.5.
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Figure 4-12: Real part of c,og) over the free surface. w, = 3.0, Fr = 0.10 and 8 = 180
Figure 4-13: Imaginary part of ¢{!) over the free surface. w, = 3.0, Fr = 0.10 and

degrees. Wigley hull is located between —0.5 < 2/l < 0.5.
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Figure 4-14: The total forcing function over the free surface. we = 3.0, Fr = 0.10 and
B = 180 degrees. Wigley hull is located between —0.5 < z/1 < 0.5.
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Figure 4-15: Comparison between the contribution from the second-order steady
potential and the total second-order steady surge force coming from the first-order
potential. Fr= 0.10 and S = 180 degrees.
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Figure 4-16: Comparison between the contribution from the second-order steady
potential and the total second-order steady heave force coming from the first-order
potential. Frr=0.10 and S = 180 degrees.
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Chapter 5

Results

This chapter contains the second-order steady force results for different floating body
geometries. We want to show the advantages of using the approach just described
here as well as check the limits of its applicability.

We will first present results for the Wigley hull, which is a slender body that has
been extensively tested and had results computed using many different programs.

Going to examples when we will try to stretch the slender body assumption, we
will start with the circular floating hemisphere.

Finally we will try comparisons with a shallow cylinder, which besides not being
slender, has sharp corners close to the free surface which may represent a numerical

-1/3

challenge since we know that the velocity will go to infinity as R as we approach

a 270 degrees corner in the bidimensional case.

For each case studied we will first compare results with WAMIT, an extensively
tested 3-D panel method computer program described in [3] which computes first and
second-order forces including the steady ones for the zero-velocity problem.

For the Wigley hull we will also compare results with SWAN, a forward speed
Rankine panel method described in [26] and that also has extensive use in the com-

putations of loads and responses of ocean-going ships and floating structures.
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5.1 The Wigley Hull

We are going to use here the modified Wigley hull, as in Bingham [2], with a ratio
of the length (L) to the breadth (B) equal to 10 and of the length to the draft (T')
equal to 16.

This hull is mathematically described as

G = (1-G)P1-G)1+020)+ G- G)1-§)
-1<G <, ~1< (<0 (5.1)

with
{:c,y,z}: {(Cl L)/Q’ (C2 B)/2,C3T} (52)

The discretization of the hull was made using 128, 512 and 1080 panels. As the
program takes advantage of the hull symmetry about the plane y = 0, only half of

the body needs to be discretized. The meshes can be visualized for the whole body
in Figures 5-1, 5-2, and 5-3.

Figure 5-1: Wigley hull mesh with 128 panels. Actual numerical model uses the
symmetry with respect to the zz—plane.
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Actual numerical model uses the

Figure 5-2: Wigley hull mesh with 512 panels.

symmetry with respect to the xz—plane.

Actual numerical model uses the

Figure 5-3: Wigley hull mesh with 1080 panels.

symmetry with respect to the zz—plane.

95



5.1.1 The diffraction problem

Computing the second-order steady force for the diffraction problem alone, is equiva-
lent to computing this force without allowing the ship to oscillate due to the presence
of the incoming waves, but only to move with forward velocity.

The computations were done using the pressure integration method and compared
against results obtained by WAMIT. In all simulations we have used a total time
history equal to 22.5\/;/I with a time step equal to 0.05\/g/_L. The results for the
diffraction second-order steady forces are shown below, for a heading of 180 degrees
and 135 degrees. In Figures 5-4 to 5-6 we can see that the agreement between our
results (called TIMIT results from now on) and WAMIT results were excellent.

We should note that for the heading equal to 135 degrees case, with results in
Figures 5-7 to 5-12, the convergence between TIMIT and WAMIT results were not
as fast, although it is clear that they do converge. The problem now is numerically
more challenging, since the slenderness of the Wigley hull will, with front and rear
edges, will create sharp corners for flows due to incident waves with headings different
than 180 or 0 degrees. The velocities computed on panels too close to those edges
present discrepancies compared to WAMIT velocities, but as we increase the number
of panels the relative weight of these panels on the total force decreases and we can
see the results converging. We should conclude that as we go to higher frequencies
we must increase the number of panels over the hull. We should also say that then
we will have panel centroids closer to the free-surface which may require smaller time
steps. In the following examples the chosen time step of 0.05\/g/_L was good enough
for all three meshes.

Some of the results show inconsistencies like positive steady force in surge when the
wave is heading in the negative direction, for high frequencies, and this fact should be
seen as an indication that the results for this mesh is not converged at those higher
frequencies. We can see that increasing the number of panels, and consequently

obtaining more converged results, will eliminate this behavior.
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Figure 5-4: Wigley hull. Surge diffraction second-order steady force. Comparison
with WAMIT. Heading = 180.

In Figures 5-13 to 5-18 The influence of the ship speed on the diffraction second-
order steady force are shown in the following plots, for a heading equal to 180 degrees,
with the ship moving ahead or going backwards. Another way of looking at this
problem is to consider the ship fixed and suppose the presence of currents in the same
direction as the waves (head seas) and in the opposite direction (following seas).

In the following seas case we have stopped the computation of the second-order
steady forces as the group velocity got close to the ship velocity. There is a physical
problem when the ship moves with the same speed as the waves group velocity and
the Fourier transform of the hydrodynamic quantities would also require a long time
record, which would be infeasible. The sharp increase of the steady forces as we

approach these frequencies should be regarded as a consequence of this problem.
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Figure 5-5: Wigley hull. Heave diffraction second-order steady force. Comparison
with WAMIT. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-6: Wigley hull. Pitch diffraction second-order steady force. Comparison
with WAMIT. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-7: Wigley hull. Surge diffraction second-order steady force. Comparison
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with WAMIT. Heading = 135.
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Figure 5-8: Wigley hull. Sway diffraction second-order steady force. Comparison
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with WAMIT. Heading = 135.
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Figure 5-9: Wigley hull. Heave diffraction second-order steady force. Comparison
with WAMIT. Heading = 135.
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Figure 5-10: Wigley hull. Roll diffraction second-order steady force. Comparison
with WAMIT. Heading = 135.
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Figure 5-11: Wigley hull. Pitch diffraction second-order steady force. Comparison
with WAMIT. Heading = 135.
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Figure 5-12: Wigley hull. Yaw diffraction second-order steady force. Comparison
with WAMIT. Heading = 135.
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Figure 5-13: Wigley hull. Surge diffraction second-order steady force. Different
Froude numbers, Ship moving ahead. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-14: Wigley hull. Surge diffraction second-order steady force. Different
Froude numbers, Ship moving backwards. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-15: Wigley hull. Heave diffraction second-order steady force. Different
Froude numbers. Ship moving ahead. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-16: Wigley hull. Heave diffraction second-order steady force. Different
Froude numbers. Ship moving backwards. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-17: Wigley hull. Pitch diffraction second-order steady force. Different

Froude numbers.
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Figure 5-18: Wigley hull. Pitch diffraction second-order steady force. Different

Froude numbers.

Ship moving backwards. Heading = 180.
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5.1.2 The freely-floating body problem

In this problem, besides moving with constant speed and being in the presence of
incident waves, the ship is free to oscillate due to this incoming waves and therefore
will also radiate waves.

We show in Figures 5-19 to 5-27 a comparison of the first-order body motions in
waves against WAMIT, since these motions are an important factor for the compu-
tation of the second-order steady forces. We can see that the Fourier transforming
technique gives poor hydrodynamic results close to an absolute frequency of zero.
This happens because our time history will never be sufficient long to have enough
information at very small frequencies. Ship motions having hydrostatic restoration
(heave, roll and pitch) will show good results because the hydrostatic forces will dom-
inate the problem in the low frequency range. In this range, degrees of freedom where
the motions do not cause hydrostatic restoring forces (surge, sway and yaw) will show
unreliable motion computations. We can also comment on the peak that shows up in
the sway response in Figure 5-23, since this is unusual. This is related to the strong
roll resonance that occurs due to the very small potential damping in roll, which is
non-physical since actually there would be damping from other sources, as viscous
effects. The roll and sway motions are coupled, and as a result we have this peak in

the sway motions.
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Figure 5-19: Wigley hull. Surge absolute motion. Comparison with WAMIT. Head-
ing = 180.
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Figure 5-20: Wigley hull. Heave absolute motion. Comparison with WAMIT. Head-
ing = 180.
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Figure 5-21: Wigley hull. Pitch absolute motion. Comparison with WAMIT. Head-
ing = 180.
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Figure 5-22: Wigley hull. Surge absolute motion. Comparison with WAMIT. Head-
ing = 135.
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Figure 5-23: Wigley hull. Sway absolute motion. Comparison with WAMIT. Head-
ing = 135.
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Figure 5-24: Wigley hull. Heave absolute motion. Comparison with WAMIT. Head-
ing = 135.
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Figure 5-25: Wigley hull. Roll absolute motion. Comparison with WAMIT. Head-
ing = 135.
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Figure 5-26: Wigley hull. Pitch absolute motion. Comparison with WAMIT. Head-
ing = 135.
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Figure 5-27: Wigley hull. Yaw absolute motion. Comparison with WAMIT. Head-
ing = 135.
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The results for the diffraction and radiation second-order steady forces, checking
the convergence of the method in comparison with WAMIT are shown in Figures 5-28
to 5-36 below, for a heading of 180 degrees and 135 degrees. We can see that the
convergence of the results as a function of an increase in the number of panels was
again very satisfactory.

Figures 5-37 to 5-44 show the influence of the ship speed on the diffraction and
radiation second-order steady-force, with Figures 5-39 and 5-40 showing the compari-
son of our code against the program SWAN, for head and following seas (actually the
ship moving backwards), and we can see that the results also compared quite well.
It is clear that the following seas forces are quite small when compared to the head
seas situation, and we are actually only showing that the forces under this condition
are small. Very small oscillatory behavior of these small steady force as a function
of the frequency when we go to large absolute frequencies, like those in Figure 5-38,
should be regarded as difficult of the present mesh to accurately represent the physics
involved and not as a fundamental problem with the formulation. We may also note
that the surge second-order steady force that we are comparing against SWAN re-
sults is also know as added resistance in waves, because it represents the additional
resistance the ship has to overcome to keep its forward speed constant in spite of the
presence of waves. And although they represent the same value, they have opposite

signs, since a positive resistance represents a negative force.
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Figure 5-28: Wigley hull, free to move in waves. Surge second-order steady force.
Comparison with WAMIT. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-29: Wigley hull, free to move in waves. Heave second-order steady force.
Comparison with WAMIT. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-30: Wigley hull, free to move in waves. Pitch second-order steady force.
Comparison with WAMIT. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-31: Wigley hull, free to move in waves. Surge second-order steady force.
Comparison with WAMIT. Heading = 135.
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Figure 5-32: Wigley hull, free to move in waves. Sway second-order steady force.
Comparison with WAMIT. Heading = 135.

0.2

0.15

0.1

0.05

< o
L

o -0.05
e
W

02

——— TIMIT, Press. Int., 128 panels, Fr = +0.00 - X
------- TIMIT, Press. Int., 512 panels, Fr = +0.00

-------- TIMIT, Press. Int., 1080 panels, Fr = +0.00

025 [+  WAMIT, Press. Int., 128 panels
X  WAMIT, Press. Int., 512 panels
* IWAMIT, Il’res.\'. Int.i080 paneli!

0 0.5 1 15 2 25 3 3.5 4 45 5
o, (Ug)'"2

-0.3

Figure 5-33: Wigley hull, free to move in waves. Heave second-order steady force.
Comparison with WAMIT. Heading = 135.
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Figure 5-34: Wigley hull, free to move in waves. Roll second-order steady force.
Comparison with WAMIT. Heading = 135.
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Figure 5-35: Wigley hull, free to move in waves. Pitch second-order steady force.
Comparison with WAMIT. Heading = 135.
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Figure 5-36: Wigley hull, free to move in waves. Yaw second-order steady force.
Comparison with WAMIT. Heading = 135.
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Figure 5-37: Wigley hull, free to move in waves. Surge second-order steady force.
Different Froude numbers, ship moving ahead. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-38: Wigley hull, free to move in waves. Surge second-order steady force.
Different Froude numbers, ship moving backwards. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-39: Wigley hull, free to move in waves at Fr= +0.20. Surge second-order
steady force. Comparison with SWAN code. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-40: Wigley hull, free to move in waves at Fr= +0.30. Surge second-order
steady force. Comparison with SWAN code. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-41: Wigley hull, free to move in waves. Heave second-order steady force.
Different Froude numbers. Ship moving ahead. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-42: Wigley hull, free to move in waves. Heave second-order steady force.
Different Froude numbers. Ship moving backwards. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-43: Wigley hull, free to move in waves. Pitch second-order steady force.
Different Froude numbers. Ship moving ahead. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-44: Wigley hull, free to move in waves. Pitch second-order steady force.
Different Froude numbers. Ship moving backwards. Heading = 180.
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5.2 The Floating Hemisphere

The floating hemisphere under consideration has radius equal to one, and the pan-
elization of the hull was made using 368 and 992 elements. As the program takes
advantage of the hull symmetry, only half of the body was discretized.

The meshes can be seen in Figures 5-45 and 5-46 below. First we will show

Figure 5-45: Floating hemisphere represented by a mesh with 368 panels. Actual
numerical model uses the symmetry with respect to the zz—plane.

that the computations made for zero Froude number are consistent with the results
calculated by the WAMIT code. These results can be seen in Figure 5-47. We
can see a good agreement between TIMIT and WAMIT for the second-order steady
forces using both the pressure integration method and momentum flux computation
approach, when the hemisphere has 368 panels. For all cases we have used a total
time history equal to 36\/g—/}—2 with a time step equal to 0.08\/5;/_R. For the outer
mesh, where the control points used for the momentum flux computations are located,
we have used 416 points and a radius equal to 1.4/R and a draft equal to 1.2/ R.
The case with 992 panels, which was only computed using the pressure integration

method, since the momentum flux computation would take a very long CPU time due
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to the local quantities needed to be computed on the outer mesh, is not converged,
and this is probably due to the time step being too large. Since we can see from the
WAMIT results and this TIMIT simulation that 992 panels would not be enough for
having good results on this comparison, we used the results from the momentum flux
computation, which are converged as we can see from the WAMIT results with 368
and 992 panels.

We will now see how good are the computed second-order steady forces for small
Froude numbers when the Neumann-Kelvin hypothesis of the body being slender will
not be fulfilled, for the hemisphere case. We compared our results against computa-
tions done by Nossen, Grue and Palm [34] using a slow (quadratic terms of the basis
flow potential were disregarded) double-body approach, and with the current having
speed equivalent to a Froude number equal to 0.04 in Figure 5-48. We also compared
our results for the second-order steady force on a fixed hemisphere against results
published by Zhao and Faltinsen [42], which uses the same approach as Nossen et
al, with the difference that Zhao and Faltinsen solve an internal problem using the
Rankine Green function and match with a multipole expansion at some distance away
from the body, while Nossen et al use a slow-speed approximation for the free-surface
Green function. A comparison with our results is shown in Figure 5-49 below. We
should note that the Froude number now changed to 0.032. We can see a reasonably
good agreement with Nossen et al, and a not so good agreement with the Zhao and

Faltinsen’s result, even for the zero speed case.
bl
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Figure 5-46: Floating hemisphere represented by a mesh with 992 panels. Actual
numerical model uses the symmetry with respect to the zz—plane.
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Figure 5-47: Floating hemisphere with R = 1, Surge diffraction second-order steady
force. Comparison with WAMIT. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-48: Floating hemisphere with R = 1, Surge diffraction second-order steady
force. Comparison with results from Grue and Palm. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-49: Floating hemisphere with R = 1, Surge diffraction second-order steady
force. Comparison with results from Zhao and Faltinsen. Heading = 180.
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5.3 The Circular Cylinder

The shallow circular cylinder has a radius R equal to 1 and draft T equal to 0.25.
The discretization of the hull was made using 288 panels and 1080 panels. Due to its
symmetry, only half of the body needs to be discretized. The meshes are shown in the
Figures 5-50 and 5-51 below. For the outer mesh, associated with the computation
using the momentum flux approach, we have used 416 points and an outer radius
equal to 1.4/R and a draft equal to 1.2/R.

We can see in Figure 5-52 computations for the zero Froude number case against
the WAMIT code. In all simulations we have used a total time history equal to
24,/g/ R with a time step equal to 0.05\/g/—R. The results agree well with the WAMIT
code and we can see that the pressure method using 1080 panels give a second-order
steady force which is close to the one got using the momentum flux computation.

We then compared our second-order steady forces against those from Zhao and
Faltinsen [43] for zero current speed and for a current equivalent to a Froude number
equal to 0.0478. The results, as we can see in Figure 5-53 agree reasonably well. One
explanation for the good agreement in this case is that in some sense the shallow
cylinder agree with respect to the Neumann-Kelvin hypothesis in the sense that the
flow can to a great extent divert to underneath the cylinder without having to go
sideways.

In Figure 5-54 we compare results from pressure integration and momentum flux
computations, both using TIMIT, and we can see a reasonably good convergence,
indicating that the contribution coming from the second-order steady potential is

small, as we concluded from the analysis in Chapter 4.
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Figure 5-50: Floating circular cylinder with T'/R = 1/4, represented by a mesh with
288 panels. Actual numerical model uses the symmetry with respect to the zz—plane.

Figure 5-51: Floating circular cylinder with T/R = 1/4, represented by a mesh with
1080 panels. Actual numerical model uses the symmetry with respect to the zz—plane.
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Figure 5-52: Floating circular cylinder with T/R = 1/4, Surge diffraction second-
order steady force. Comparison with WAMIT. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-53: Floating circular cylinder with /R = 1/4, Surge diffraction second-
order steady force. Comparison with results from Zhao and Faltinsen. Heading = 180.
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Figure 5-54: Floating circular cylinder with T/R = 1/4, Surge diffraction second-
order steady force. Comparison between the pressure integration method and the

momentum flux computation. Heading = 180.
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Chapter 6

Discussion

A numerical solution has been developed for computing the second-order steady forces
acting on a ship with forward speed in the presence of incident waves. The assump-
tions include potential flow, small wave amplitudes and body motions, and use of the
Neumann-Kelvin hypothesis that the unsteady problem is linearized with respect to
the uniform incoming flow.

A description of the boundary-value problem is made, and other choices of lin-
earization are presented. The first-order problem is formulated as an initial boundary-
value problem, an then reformulated as the solution of an integral equation, using the
free-surface Green function.

In addition to the more common head-seas condition, the following-seas case is
considered, with the decomposition of the incident wave in three separate regions
which are defined according to the signs of the phase and group velocity of the waves,
with respect to the steadily moving reference system.

The frequency-domain representation of the global and local quantities were de-
rived, and implemented together with the computation of the potential and velocities
inside the fluid region, using the source formulation. The latter information is needed
in the momentum flux computations.

The equations for the computation of the second-order steady forces and moments
are then presented. These are implemented in the code TIMIT in two complementary

approaches, (1) integrating pressures over the body and (2) computing the momentum
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flux over a compact surface surrounding the floating body.

It is necessary in principle to compute also the solution of the second-order steady
Neumann-Kelvin boundary-value problem. The problem is formulated in the fre-
quency domain, and it is shown that the boundary conditions are functions of the
frequency of the incident and radiated waves. An integral equation formulation is
proposed for the solution of this problem, as the large-time asymptotic of the equiva-
lent time-domain problem with constant boundary condition for each frequency. Due
to the numerical problems in the computation of higher order derivatives of the po-
tential, the convergence of the above problem is very poor for the discretization of the
free-surface we have used. An alternate problem, valid for small forward speed, was
defined in order to estimate the order of magnitude of the second-order steady force
coming from the second-order steady potential. For the Wigley hull, despite the un-
satisfactory approximation of the forcing function on the free surface, it is suggested
that this contribution is small in comparison with the contribution from the other
terms and can be disregarded. Comparisons made between the pressure integration
results with momentum flux computations also indicates that this conclusion is true.

The main contributions of this work are the numerical proof that Fourier trans-
forming local quantities from the time to the frequency domain is a valid approach,
as well as the subsequent computation of the second-order steady forces using these
local quantities and the Neumann-Kelvin approach.

Prior to this work Fourier transforming from the time domain had only been used
for integrated quantities. It was unclear if good results could be computed in the
frequency domain for local quantities, such as fluid velocities, particularly at points
close to a sharp edge or the free surface. Indeed our results for the oblique case showed
that there is some difficulty to correctly represent the potential and velocities at the
panels located close to the edge. This effect is stronger as we increase the frequency
and diminished as we decrease the panels size. Increasing the number of panels that
defines the mesh, we will see that this fluctuations are restricted to panels close to
the edges of the Wigley hull. Another consequence of increasing the number of panels

is that the relative weight of the panels where those fluctuations occur will decrease,
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since we will have a higher proportion of panels that will be situated not so close to
the edges.

It became also clear that when refining the meshes we should keep the aspect ratio
of the panels close to 1, mainly if the panel is located close to the mean free surface.
Large aspect-ratio panels, which are a common place in the frequency domain through
the use of the cosine-spacing approach, are not attractive near the free surface in the
time domain. We need to filter out high-frequency waves that will not have their
wavelengths well resolved, and one easy approach is to keep the panels approximately
square close to the free surface.

The integrated second-order steady forces always converge with an increase of the
number of panels, time length of simulation and a decrease of the time step. But
these refinements are intertwined, and an increase of the number of panels will bring
more high-frequency wave components which will require smaller time steps.

The solution of the first-order problem can be very computer expensive. One
run time increases with the square of the number of panels and time. We can also
add the number of the field points to the number of panels to have a notion of its
cost. A run with 64 panels on half body and 200 time steps took 20 minutes cpu
time on a DEC-Alpha station 5/333. This went to around 4 hours for the circular
cylinder with 144 panels on the half body, 209 control points for the momentum flux
computation and 300 time steps. The hemisphere with 194 panels on the body, 209
control points in the fluid domain and 400 time steps, which took 11 hours. The
499 panels case of the hemisphere, without any control points and the same 400 time
steps took 17.6 hours. If we used finer meshes such as are used in frequency-domain
programs like WAMIT, and knowing that with the space refinement we may need
more time refinement we may be talking about months of cpu time. But computers
do get faster, the program is not fully optimized as it stands now, and we could see
that the results obtained although not using the fine discretization we would hope
are quite good on an engineering basis.

We only ran the momentum approach formulation on the least refined meshes.

Convergence for the momentum approach is known to be faster than for the pressure
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integration, and this was once more confirmed. The pressure integration results were
always in close agreement with the computer program WAMIT, for the zero speed
case. This was always the first check of the convergence of the solution. WAMIT
computes the solution with data from the geometry and frequency. By achieving
convergence with this program, we can be sure that the time step being used is
small enough and the transient time response was carried long enough so as to get
convergent solutions, for the range of frequencies used.

The results obtained for the Wigley hull, the hemisphere, and the cylinder sup-
ported the approach used in this work.

With the Wigley hull comparisons we could see that the pressure integration
method presented a convergence rate comparable with the WAMIT program, and
with the mesh with 512 panels we were able to obtain results that compared quite
well with the SWAN code for the surge second-order steady force.

The comparisons made for the hemisphere case brought a situation when the
pressure integration method presented a low convergence rate. We could not go on
refining the mesh to achieve converged results under the pressure integration ap-
proach because the cpu time required would be impractical. As we have highlighted
before, if we were using the WAMIT code we could have speeded this convergence
rate through the use of the cosine spacing distribution of elements, while this is not
possible using our time domain approach. The momentum flux computation approach
was employed and gave results which were converged based on the comparison with
WAMIT, and which agreed reasonably well with the results computed from Nossen,
Grue and Palm [34]. A comparison was also made against results obtained by Zhao
and Faltinsen [42], and the results were only similar, not agreeing too well. It should
be observed though that the results were not very good even for the zero current ve-
locity case, which suggests that the results from Zhao and Faltinsen are not accurate.

The shallow cylinder case presented reasonably good convergence rates for the
pressure integration method and excellent convergence rates for the momentum flux
computation approach. For this case the agreement was very good in comparison

with results published by Zhao and Faltinsen [43]. Through a comparison between
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the results obtained from the pressure integration approach and the momentum flux
approach we can see that the second-order steady force contribution from the second-
order steady potential should is relatively small, as suggested by the earlier investi-
gations done in Chapter 4.

Another conclusion that can be taken from this exposition is that the resulting
program is not trivial to use. In comparison with frequency domain codes, it is clear
that there are more parameters to adjust. Besides the number of points used in the
mesh definition, the time history length of the unsteady problem, and the time step
used, are also very important and should be checked for convergence. Checks with
results from a frequency domain code to ensure properly convergence for the zero
speed case should be made. A good insight into the theory behind the problem is
advised. It is the author’s opinion, though, that this should always be the case.

The Green function employed on the solution of the first order problem is very
useful in the sense that it enables us not to need to discretize the free surface, avoiding
problems like the satisfaction of the dispersion relation, the time integration, and
having to devise a scheme that is stable and accurate. On the other hand, trying to
implement other choices of basis flow turns out to be much more complicated, since
panelization of even a small part of the free surface close to the floating body will
imply the evaluation of the transient Green function between two points on the free
surface and this is numerically difficult, since the Green function itself will consist
of an oscillatory kernel that will not decay as the wave number increases, because
both the source and field points will have zero vertical coordinate. One solution for
implementing other basis flows would be the use of a mixed solution, employing the
Rankine Green function inside a region close to the body and matching this interior
solution with an outer solution based on the transient Green function. This is similar
to the solution obtained by Zhao and Faltinsen [41] [42] [43], but in this case instead
of the transient Green function they used a multipole expansion inside the body.

A path that is being followed by some and that looks very promising is the use
of higher order panel methods, particularly in connection with the use of splines as

basis functions. Computations made by Maniar [22] showed excellent results in the
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frequency domain and early results from Danmeier [5] in connection with the time
domain approach are very promising. One problem though is that the centroids
are replaced by control points nearer the free-surface and may require a separate
filter, to ensure the correct representation of all the waves coming into the problem.
This higher-order approach would enable us to more properly represent higher order
derivatives of the potential, improving the computation of the boundary conditions
for the second-order steady problem and giving more accurate results for this problem.
Thus it can be expected that the use of higher-order panel methods in conjunction
with the techniques developed in this thesis will lead to more accurate results and

faster convergence rates, with a consequent decrease of the cpu time.
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Appendix A

Second-Order Problem Integral

Equation

We may obtain the integral equation for the second-order problem by getting the in-
tegral equation for the unsteady ship velocity case, described in the global coordinate
system and after that restrict the resulting expression for the steady forward velocity
in the moving reference system, or by defining the problem in the moving coordinate
system, establishing the boundary value problem and, through the use of Green’s
identities, arrive at the final form of the integral equation. In this appendix we will
follow the first path, obtaining the integral equations for the steady and unsteady

problems.
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A.1 The unsteady-forward-speed ship problem

The boundary value problem for the unsteady-forward-speed ship problem can be

established as

V2 4(Z,t) =0 in the whole fluid domain (A.1)
sou(T,t) + 6:(,t) = H(Z,t) on S(t) (A.2)
in.Vé(Z,t) = B(Z,t) on Sy(t),fort > to (A.3)
Vé(,t) = 0 on Se for finite time (A.4)
#(z,y,0,t0) =0 (A.5)
¢:(x,y,0,t0) = 0. (A.6)

The Green’s function G(Z, £t — 7) we are going to use for this problem is given
by (3.1). Applying Green’s second identity on ¢:(Z;t), G(:E,E;t — 7) and omitting

from now on the spatial parameters z and £, assuming them implicitly, we will have

27 6,(7)+ [ ol oGt =)~ b Gl -] =0 (A)

Integrating in time from 7 = o to 7 = ¢, and also integrating by parts, we will have

2 [ 6.(r)dr + / Lo 6, [80Gu(0) = 6, () GL0)]
[ 0500500
- [ ar / /S ol [A(7) Gugr(t = 7) = bug(7) Go(t =) = 0. (A8)
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Writing Green’s second identity for 7 = 1,

27 $(to) + / / e £ [8(t0) Gug(t — o) = Gng(to) Gt —t0)] =0 (A9)

we see that we can take this terms out of (A.8) in order to get

27 6(1) + [ [ 4E [6(0) Gue(0) = 8uc())GO)] + [ [ dE [602) Gu 0]
_ /tt dr / [eb<f)+%l§7) [B() Gugr(t = 7) = dng(r) Gt — )] = 0. (A.10)

Concentrating on the last term of equation A.10, we will have

Tsp=- " dr / /S [8(7) Grgrlt = 7) = $ue(r) Gt = 1) =0, (A.11)

applying the free-surface boundary conditions satisfied by the potential and by the

green function, we will have

Ty = ¢ [ dr [ & 5H60)Grrlt =) = 6r() Gt - 7)
4 /t' ar . (M) Gt =) (A.12)

Now we will apply a two-dimensional form of the transport theorem given by

a /& 1&v=[[ & UWEN [ & fEovinie (A3

’r ()+oo

to the first integral of expression (A.12),

Zye = o7 ). [ & @) Grrlt =) = brlr) Gt =)

g 4 [ GE (60 Gret= ) = () Golt =) U
(A.14)
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or

1 -
Zsa = o [[L 4 (60)Grrl0) = 6:()G-(0)
_l/S dE (B(to) Grr(t — to) — br(to) G (t — to))
2 /to dr /F(T) ) Grr(t = 7) = ¢7(r) Go(t = 7)) U(7). 782D

(A.15)

Knowing that G,(0) = ¢(to) = ¢-(to) = 0, and using the boundary condition on the

free-surface for G, (0),

Ts = - //fcgf (1) g (0))
! /to dr /m) Grr(t = 1) = 6:(7) G+ (t — 7)) U(7).fE2p.
(A.16)

Substituting (A.16) in (A.12), and the resulting equation in (A.10) we will finally

arrive at

27 (1) + / / o [o — e (£) G(0)]
- i [ /S f Grgr(t = 7) = $ue(7) Gr(t = 7)]
_1 / dr /F Grr(t —7) — 62(7) Golt — 7)) Ur).f2ap
+f dT/Sf(T) G.(t—1)) =0, (A.17)

which represents the second-order integral equation for the forward unsteady-speed

problem.
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A.2 The steady-forward-velocity problem

In translating equation (A.17) from the previous arbitrary velocity case to the more
particular steady velocity case, it is worthwhile to define the problem with respect to
a moving coordinate system fixed with respect to the ship mean position. By doing

that we will have to make the following substitutions in equation (A.17):

Sb(t) = gb
It =T
HE 1) = HE)

= ——-U— (A.18)
so we will have

27 6(8) + [ [ dE [$() Guc(0) = 6uc(1) G(0)]
= [ dr [ d€ [8(r)Gurrlt =) = bug(7) Gt = 7)
+U [ dr [[[ & [8(7)Gugelt =) = dny(r) Gelt ~ 7)]
-% t: dr /r ding [§(1) (Grrl(t — ) — 2UGHe(t — 7) + UGge(t — 7))
= (#:(r) = Uge(r)) (Gr(t = 7) = UGe(t = )]
+ t: ar [ G (M(r)Gr(t =)~ UN() Gelt=7) =0, (A9

calling the line integral term as I, we may rewrite it as

Ir = —%[}: dr /rdlnl [¢(T) (GTT(t - T) - UGﬁT(t - T))
— G (t = 7)(d:(7) — Ue(7))]
e
__g_/to dr/Fdlnl [Ge(t — 7) (¢+(7) — Uge(7))

— (1) (Ger(t —7) = UGee(t — 7))l (A.20)
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Concentrating on the second integral of I, which we are going to call If,, we will
use Stokes’ theorem applied over the free-surface plane in order to transform this line

integral into an integral over the free-surface. So we may write

= =2 [ dr [din (Gt =) (81(r) ~ Usel)

= ¢(1) (Ger(t— 1) — UGes(t - 7))

= v ar [ &€ () FlGet=7) (6nlr) - Ui
— ¢(r) (Gsf(t — 1) = UGg(t — 7))]

= v [ ar f[L € (ZZ) (6t —) Gelr) - Usistr)
—¢(7) (Geer(t — 7) — UGeee(t — 7))

+Gee(t — 1) (8:(1) — Ude(T))

— ¢¢(7) (Ger(t —7) — UGge(t — 7)) (A.21)

Using the free-surface boundary conditions for ¢(7) and G(t — 7) in the moving

coordinate system, and deriving the latter with respect to £, we may write
U? U 1 U .
7¢se(f) - -g—%(f) = ~§¢TT(T) + ;95&(7) — 6ne(7) + H(E), (A.22)

and

U? U
——“G&s(t -7)+ Gssr(t —7)=

U
EGETT(t - T) — ;G{g,—(t — T) + G5n€ (t - ’l').
(A.23)
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Substituting (A.22) and (A.23) in (A.21), we will get

ry = U [ ar [ [Gett= ) (=oud0) + Serlr) — o)
+9(r) (Gang(t =) = Lt = 1)+ Gt~ T))
U U
~Zti =)ot + L - rm(r)]

+U t: ar [[ A (H(2)Gen(t = ) (A.24)

Ity = U [ dr [ &€ (Gonelt=m)9() = Gelt = ) ()
+0 [ dr [ 6 |9 (Gelt= r)oer) + el — it
Gt = () = Gealt = 7)60(r) L Girn(t = 7)6(r) = Gelt = )ourlr)|
+U /tt ar [[ & (H(@Cer(t =) (A.25)

Integrating the second integral in (A.25) by parts we will arrive at

ey = U [ dr [[[ d€ (Genglt=7)8(r) = Gelt =) buc()
+U t: ar [[ A (H(D)Cen(t = 7))

+U [ dE 2 (Gelt = r)a(r) = Gaclt = 1)é(r)
— Gel(t = )2(r) = Gerlt = T)H), - (4.26)

Applying the initial boundary conditions on the free-surface of null ¢(¢o), &-(to),
G(0), and G,(0), and noting that this also implies that G¢(0) and G¢¢(0) will be zero
at this initial moment, we will be able to disregard the contribution from the last

integral.
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Substituting (A.26) in (A.19) and the result in (A.19), noting that applying

Green’s identity to @(to) and Ge(t — 7) we will arrive at

/f§b+g§ (Gﬁng (t—7)o(r) — Ge(t — 1) ¢n¢(7)) — 0,

and doing the cancelations we will finally get

27 () + //55 3 [¢(t) G (0) — 8, (2) G(O)]
B t: dr /]?b d{ [¢(T) Gnsf(t —7)— ¢ne (7) G (t ~ T)]
U t
| /F ding [§(7) (Grr(t — ) = UGe(t — 7))
—G(t —7) (8:(7) = Ude(7))]
+f ar [ [ 4 (H(r) Gr(t =) =0,

(A.27)

(A.28)

which represents our second-order integral equation, with a steady forcing function

on the free-surface given by H(7).

Another way to write this integral equation is integrating by parts the ¢(7) G, (t—

7) term in the line integral to get

27 9(t) + [ /gb dE [B(t) Gng (0) = 6n (1) G(0)]
— t: dr /~/§b dé [¢(T) Grer(t = 7) — ¢n (7) G- (T — T)]

+% t: dr /fdl n 20,(7) G (t —7) + U (¢(7)Gre(t = 7) — de(7)G-(t — 7))]

+ t: dr//s_f dE (H(r) Gyt — 7)) =0,
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A.3 The source formulation approach

An alternate way to write down the integral equation is through the use of the so-
called source formulation. In the form of the integral equation used in the last section,
also known as the potential formulation, we will have a distribution of sources (the
Green function G(€,)) and dipoles (G, (£,1)) over the boundary surfaces. The source
formulation makes use only of a distribution of sources over the problem surfaces, and
this formulation can be derived from the potential formulation through the definition
of an auxiliary internal problem in the case we are studying (body in a semi-infinite
flow), as has been noted in Chapter 3.

As Bingham [2] showed for the first-order integral equation, we may define a
potential ¢/(£,t) which solves the same boundary value problem as ¢(Z,t), with the
normal vector pointing outwards from the ship hull, and in our case assuming H(Z)
to be zero over the internal free-surface. The internal-problem integral equation will

then be given as

2m¢/(t) - [ [ &€ [¢/¢)Cuc(0) - 1, () G(0)]
+ [ dr [ &[4 Gagrlt =) = (1) Gult = 7)

+% t: dr /T“dl ™ [2 $r(r) G-t —7)+ U (¢I(T)fo(t —7) — ¢:(T)GA(t - T))]

=0, (A.30)

Defining the “source strength” to be o(Z,t) = (én — ¢,), and adding (A.29)
to (A.30), we will have the source integral equation given as
- t -
s =+[[ €L+ [ dar [[ & 6, t-7)]

4[7]r g /t: dr /rdl ny Gyt —7) (¢r — ). (A.31)

+

Writing the spatial derivative in a coordinate system with unit vectors tangent and

normal to the hull at the waterline, we can see that only the normal component will
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contribute, since ¢ = ¢’ at all times over the hull surface, and we will have

80 =+ [ & ey + [ dr [[ & loGrtt =)

2 t
In? oG.(t —T). .32
/dr/FdnlaG( r) (A.32)

to

47g
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