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1 Introduction

Our objective is to present preliminary calculations using a new formulation for the wave added
resistance recently derived by Kashiwagi [1]. This method is based on far-field momentum
conservation with the far-field integrals moved to the body using Green’s second identity. An
incomplete form of this formulation with body-surface integrals has existed for many years, but
the complete version was first given by [1], where it is also shown to be equivalent to the time
average of the Lagally theorem. We compare calculations using the new method with near-field
pressure integration and Maruo’s far-field method using both strip theory and three-dimensional
(3D) potential-flow models.

2 Background, Theory, and Results

Traditionally, in the far-field method, the Transport Theorem is used to write an equation for
the average rate of change of fluid momentum inside a closed volume. Then the mean drift force
is expressed in terms of an integral over a far-field control surface S... One way of treating this
far-field integral is to employ the Kochin function to be evaluated by an integral over the body
surface, and to compute the drift force using Maruo’s formulation. At the previous workshop,
we presented some numerical challenges related to this approach of computing added resistance
for floating bodies. Another way of treating this far-field integral is to apply Green’s second
identity to transfer the drift force integrals to the wetted-body surface Sp. This approach was
employed by Newman for the vertical mean drift force in [2]. Based on his derivation we can
derive a formulation for the horizontal drift force as
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Here p is the fluid density, ¢ is the combined radiation and scattering velocity potential and ¢q
is the incident wave potential, all in the frequency domain. The subscript n denotes a derivative
normal to the body surface, and subscript = denotes the x-derivative. The asterisks indicate
the complex conjugate and ¥ takes the real part. In (2.1) we denote the first integral by Fy,
and the second integral by Fy,. In his well-known paper [3], Salvesen applied (2.1) to derive
a formulation for the added resistance inside Salvesen, Tuck and Faltinsen (STF) strip theory.
Based on the weak-scatterer assumption, he neglected the second integral in (2.1). Invoking the
long-wave assumption, he then converted the first 3D body integral in (2.1), Fy,, to 2D sectional
and line integrals along the ship length. In a recent paper [4] we have shown that the prediction
of added resistance using strip theory and equation (2.1) can be remarkably improved if none
of the above-mentioned assumptions are employed in computing the 2D sectional integrals.
We have reproduced part of the results of that research in Fig. 1. The results are for the
Modified Wigley hull (Fr = 0, Fr = 0.1), and the RIOS bulk carrier (F'r = 0.18). The results
are compared to measurements and Enhanced Unified Theory (EUT) [5]. As can be seen, a
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complete evaluation of (2.1) inside STF strip theory leads to considerably more accurate results
in comparison with the classical formulation by Salvesen.

Motivated by the improved results using the strip theory, we have implemented equation
(2.1) inside our in-house 3D finite-difference potential-flow solver (OW3D-Seakeeping), and
calculated the mean drift force for several closed form and ship geometries. The computations
are for freely-floating bodies at zero speed and for fixed submerged bodies at both zero and
non-zero forward speed, see Fig. 2. The mean drift force calculations are also compared with
the classical far-field and the near-field methods. Note also that two of the computations show
the vertical mean drift force F, on the submerged spheroid both with and without forward
speed. From these plots, an impressive agreement can be observed between the results from
equation (2.1) and the results based on the classical near-field or far-field methods. To illustrate
the errors associated with the weak-scatterer assumption, we have added two examples in which
only Fy, is considered for the computation. Similar findings in 3D were reported in (2009) by
Tsubogo [6], though only for closed-form geometries at zero-speed.
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Figure 1: Added resistance computed using equation (2.1) using STF strip theory.
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Figure 2: Mean drift force computed using equation (2.1) using a 3D potential-flow solver.



Eq. (2.1) is however, incomplete for floating bodies with non-zero forward speed, which can
be seen through the following sketch of the complete derivation from [1]. As noted above, in
the far-field method the mean drift force is expressed in terms of far-field integrals over Sy, as

— 1
F, = p/s <<I>t + §V<I> -V + gz> Nngds — p/s d,. P, ds. (2.2)

where @ is the total velocity potential (including incident, radiation and scattering waves) in the
time domain. Differentiation with respect to time is denoted by a subscript ¢ and the over-bar
indicates the average over one wave period. Since the mean drift force is second order, equation
(2.2) can be collected into two integrals: an integral of the zeroth- and the first-order pressure
terms over z € [0 (], and an integral of the second-order pressure terms over z € [—oo 0] as
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Here ((t) = — (®; — U®,) /g = —R{(iwe — UP,) pel*'} /g is the instantaneous free-surface
elevation with w, the encounter frequency, and U the forward speed. Cy is the waterline at the
far-field surface. For brevity, the integral over [—oco 0] is denoted by S.. Note that for example
1Py = RN (d193) /2 = R (PT¢2) /2. Defining A = (0, — o3, ngd)Z) it can be shown that
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For the Neumann-Kelvin linearization, ¢, = v¢ + 2iT¢, — ¢y /Ko and invoking Green’s second
identity, the first far-field integral in (2.6) can be converted to a body integral over S, and
two waterline integrals. One of them over the body C} and the other over the far-field Cy, as
follows.
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Here v = w?/g,7 = Uw,/g, Ky = g/U?. Note that for U = 0, no integral over the free-surface
Sy appears after invoking Green’s second identity in the first integral of (2.6). This integral
over Sy was in fact missing from all previous derivations of (2.1). The second integral in (2.3)
can be evaluated as
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Using the identity in (2.4), it can be shown that the combination of the second integral in (2.6)
and the line integral in (2.9) cancels the Cs, waterline integral in equation (2.8). Therefore the
mean drift force can be computed using only near-field integrals as
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If we decompose the total velocity potential ¢ into its components, then it is possible to verify
that the first integral in (2.10) is in reality identical to (2.1). Now it should be clear why (2.1)
cannot be applied to calculate the mean drift force for floating bodies with forward speed.

At this point, it has not been possible for us to show convergence of the computation for
the waterline integral in (2.10), and thus we have not been able to show agreement with the
near-field method for floating bodies with forward speed. It is also important to mention that,
as shown in [1], a similar formulation for the added resistance also exists for the double-body
flow linearization. However, in this case instead of the waterline integral in (2.10), an integral
of the steady and unsteady potentials should be evaluated over the free surface Sy. Due to the
rapidly decaying behavior of the double-body flow potential away from the body, this surface
integral appears to be tractable but we have not yet attempted to evaluate it.

3 Conclusions

We have introduced calculations using a new formulation for wave added resistance. The efficacy
of this formulation has been demonstrated by comparison with classical near-field and far-field
methods. For floating bodies with forward speed, further computations are required to show
convergence of the waterline integral in (2.10), or its counterpart free-surface integral in case of
a double-body linearization.
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