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Abstract

In this study, the wave-induced surge motion of a twin platform of tension leg structural system was
investigated. A set of equations along with boundary conditions was derived, and solutions were obtained
analytically. In the analysis the coupling problem of a two-dimensional tension leg twin platform
interacting with a monochromatic linear wave train in an inviscid and incompressible fluid is considered.
The problem was considered as a combination of the scattering and radiation problem. These two
boundary-value problems were first solved independently and then combined together to resolve for all
unknowns. The analysis was focused on the wave-induced surge motion of the twin platform and the
reflection coefficient when the multi-interactions among waves, platform structure and the tension legs were
taken into account. From the analytical results, it was found that ignoring the interaction effect between the
tether and waves for a twin platform system, it tends to overestimate the wave-induced response in general.
It was also realized that the behavior of the tension-leg twin platform was significantly influenced by
dimensional factors of the platform system such as the dimension of each platform and the spacing between
two platforms.
© 2002 Elsevier Science Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Tension-leg platforms (TLPs) are usually used as working station for oil exploration in deep
water. Lately, the application on this structural system is even wider such as the floating
breakwater system and the fish-farming cage system. The TLPs are constituted of a semi-
submerged structure (pontoon) and pre-tensioned tethers anchored to the ocean bed. The
difficulty in the dynamic analysis of the TLPs is due to the non-linearity of the TLP motion and
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the boundary conditions on the free surface and on the structural bottom [1]. For this problem the
linear boundary-value problem is incorporated into a scattering problem and a radiation problem
[2]. This problem was solved by a numerical method since 1970s [3,4], and also studied in
experimental test [4]. An analytical solution was proposed later and demonstrated by Lee and Lee
[5], where the surge motion of a single platform with pre-tensioned tethers was calculated.

In that study, however, the elasticity of tethers was only implied and the motion of tethers was
also simplified as on-line rigid-body motion proportional to the top platform. Thus, both the
material property and the mechanical behavior for the tether incorporated in the TLP system were
ignored. When this simplification was applied, no matter what material was used or what the
dimension of the tethers was, the dynamic response of the platform would remain the same in
terms of the vibration mode, periods and the vibration amplitude. This is not true for the actual
engineering application. Therefore, in a more recent study [6], both the property and the
dimension of the tether material were considered and the equation of motion was modified with
the corresponding material parameters. The results showed that the dynamic behavior of both the
tether of TLP and the platform itself is closely related to the material property and the tether
dimension while the influence of wave properties remains constant.

In the actual engineering application a twin platform system is more practical such as platforms
with two separate pontoons or similar devices under the deck, however, most analyses
aforementioned concentrated on the traditional single-platform system. Even though a twin-
platform system might be simplified into a single-platform system, the analytical results are
greatly subjected to the dimensional influence of the platform structural system. The
determination of the dimensional parameters could affect the platform behavior and how a
twin-platform system could be simplified by a single-platform solution. For the problems of a
tension-leg twin-platform structural system, the analytical solutions without considering the
interactions between wave and tension legs were obtained lately [7]. In that study some parameter
effects on the surge motion were also discussed. However, for more realistic engineering practice,
solutions accounting for the multi-interactions among waves, platform structure and the tension-
leg tethers will be necessary. Therefore, it is the purpose of this study to find an appropriate
method that may more accurately describe the behavior of the tension-leg twin-platform
structural system when subjected to the multi-interactions among waves, platform and tension-leg
tethers. Furthermore, the factors that may influence the behavior of this twin-platform system
such as the platform spacing, platform dimensions and water-related properties are all under
consideration for the analysis.

Generally a 2-D approach was applied to simulate a 3-D TLP problem [4] even though the 3-D
system was practiced. However, for a platform system with an obvious larger third dimension
such as a long floating breakwaters or multi-purpose platforms, the wave incident normal to the
long axis will be the concern while the behavior in the third direction is much less important. Thus
a 2-D approach will be appropriate to simulate the motion of this 3-D system. In this study, based
on previous works [5-8] a set of equations and corresponding boundary conditions were derived
and then solved analytically. These equations were combined into the equation of motion for the
tether and the equation for the platform motion and then solved simultaneously to obtain the flow
field, platform responses and the tether motion. The material properties of tethers were taken into
account and the region of water was separated into five parts according to the actual twin-
platform geometry. The analysis was focused on the reflection coefficient and the wave-induced
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drag surge motion of the platform. The comparison was also made for the platform motion
between the twin-platform system with and without accounting for the tether—wave interactions.
In addition to the wave-related parameters, the dimensional effect of the twin-platform structure
was examined and presented in numerical examples. From the analytical results, it was found that
the behavior of the tension-leg twin-platform system was not only significantly influenced by the
dimensional parameters of the platform such as the dimension of each single platform and the
spacing between two platforms but also by the tether—wave interactions. It was also realized from
the numerical results that similar to the single-platform case [8], the interaction of tether and
waves reduces the platform motion to a great deal. When the twin-platform is located in deep
water or the platform has a shallow draft or small dimension, the engineering design and
calculation without considering the tether—wave interaction effect may significantly overestimate
the platform responses. Additionally, a phenomenon similar to the water oscillations in a basin
was also studied for this twin-platform structural system as incident waves reflect in between two
platforms of the system. It was observed that the drags induced from the interaction effect of the
twin-platform structural system could also influence the water oscillations between the platforms.

2. General wave theory

For the inviscid and incompressible fluid and irrotational flow, a single-valued velocity
potential ¢ can be defined as

u= -V, (D)

where u is the velocity potential and V is the gradient operator. The velocity potential satisfies the
Laplace equation

V=0 2)
and the Bernoulli equation in the flow field as
0 1
2 evp Lz =0 3)

w

where p is the pressure, p,, the water density, g the gravitational constant, and z the water depth.
The non-linear term in Eq. (3) can be ignored when we deal with linear small amplitude wave, and
assume that the wave height is small compared to the wavelength and water depth.

A 2-D tension-leg twin-platform system interacting with a monochromatic small amplitude
wave propagating in the + x direction was considered here as shown in Fig. 1. The waveform and
the associated velocity potential are given accordingly as

My = —idge” ) )

and

Aig cos[Ky(z + h)] o (Kixtion
o cos(Kih) ’

where A; is the wave amplitude, g is the gravitational constant and / is the water depth. ¢ = 2/ T
is the angular frequency with period 7. K; = —ik and k =2n/L is the wave number with

b: = )
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Fig. 1. Illustration for the problem of the tension leg twin-platform system.

wavelength L. K satisfies the dispersion relation given by
o® = gK; tan(K, h). (6)

3. Tension-leg twin-platform system

In the platform system, the motion of the structure induced by the small amplitude incident
wave is assumed to be small. The wave-induced structural motion can be solved from the imposed
boundary problem. Due to the linearity of the problem, the problem can be incorporated into a
scattering and a radiation problem [9]. The wave force calculated from the scattering problem
provides the force function in the radiation problem, and the forced oscillation then generates
outgoing waves.

As is shown in Fig. 1, two platforms (or two single pontoons submerged under the platform)
were connected by a member of rigid body in between and the whole flow field under the twin
platform system was divided into five regions by four artificial boundaries at x = —1 — b, —1, +/
and /+b. In region I, —oo <x< — [/ — b, the total velocity potential ¢; consists of velocity
potentials of incident waves ¢;, scattered waves ¢;, and radiated waves ¢y,,. In the other regions
the total velocity potential consists of velocity potentials of scattered waves and radiated waves
such as in region II, —/ — b<x < — [, ¢y; consists of ¢y, and ¢y, in region I, —/<x< + 1, Py
consists of ¢y and ¢yyy,,., in region IV, I <x <[ + b, ¢y consists of ¢y,and ¢ry,,, and in region V,
[+ b<x< 0, ¢y consists of ¢y, and ¢y,,. The subscript s denotes the scattering problem and w
denotes the radiation (wave making) problem. All of the velocity potentials satisfy the Laplace
equation. On the four artificial boundaries, free surface of the water, seabed and the bottom face
of the platform, the kinematic boundary conditions must be satisfied and the dynamic boundary
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conditions also must be satisfied on the four artificial boundaries and the free surface.
Furthermore, on the infinite boundary — oo in region I and +ooin region V, the Sommerfeld’s
radiation condition is satisfied to secure unique solutions

: 0 10

lim [—¢+——¢] =0, (7

Ox ™ ¢, Ot

X— + o

where ¢,, is the celerity of the waves.
3.1. Scattering problem

In the scattering problem, the incident wave is considered as being diffracted by a fixed
structure. The corresponding boundary-value problem is shown in Fig. 2(a). Applying the method
of the separation of variables, matching the horizontal boundary conditions in each region and
applying the Sommerfeld’s condition to regions I and V, the velocity potential and the
corresponding surface elevation # in each region can be found as given below.

For region I:

o0
Avg CoS[Ki(z + W]k (vr148)-i0n
= C o 8
2 /Zl o cos(Kh) , ®)
m .
o = =i Y Agge 0, ©)
=1
For region V:
o0
Av;g cos[Ki(z + )] 1k (x—1-b)+ion
= - - ] J . 10
Pvs ; o cosKh (10)
o — B’ 0 Avsje,[Kj(xflfb)Jriat]’ (11)

j=1

where the eigenvalues K; can be solved from the dispersion equation
o = gK; tan(K;h), (12)
where
Kl = _lka .] = 1,
(2j—3)g<1<jh<(/— Dr, j=2. (13)

For region II:

I X
Pus :;g[<AllsPll_{__b + A115N1>COS Kimn(z+h)

o0
) (1Y N (Apgpje KOO 1 gy KDY cos Kiyi(z 4 1) [e 1 (14)
=
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Fig. 2. (a) Illustration of the scattering boundary-value problem. (b) Illustration of the radiation boundary-value
problem.

For region 1V:

i X
Prvs = g Aryspi—— + Arvsnyt) cos Ky (z + h)
g [+
o0 ) '
) (=1 (Arvspre D 4+ Ay e )cos Kz + h) [e 7, (15)
=2
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where eigenvalue Kjj; can also be obtained from the dispersion equation
G—Drn

h—d’
In region III, due to the constraint of its two vertical boundaries, Sommerfeld’s radiation

conditions are not required to be satisfied. The velocity potential ¢, and the free surface
elevation )y, are given by

Ky = j=1, (16)

-
g ~Ki(x+1) k(-0 Ki(z + h)
— e iy Avironve™ D A 17
g ; o[ 1sPj + Ainsng ] cos K (17)
and
w .
My = —1 Z [Aupje™ 80D 4+ Apygye e, (18)
=

where the eigenvalues K are similar to those obtained in regions I and V.

In Egs. (8), (10), (14), (15) and (17), there are totally 8 N unknowns, where N is the number of
terms used in the series, AISj: AIIst, AIIija AIIIst, AIHA‘Nja AIVst, AIVij and Avéj. By applylng the
kinematic and dynamic boundary conditions on four artificial boundaries for regions II and IV,
where x = —/ — b, —/, +/ and [ + b, and taking the advantage of orthogonality of functions, the
aforementioned 8NV unknowns can be solved by 8N set of equations simultaneously. Both the
kinematic and dynamic boundary conditions are illustrated in Fig. 3 and also written as follows
for a>1:

Kinematic boundary condition (KBC) on x = —/ — b between regions I and II:
oo
itd) o gere g (19)
Ox
and
o(o; ,
(d)l + qbls) —_ a¢l]3, —h<Z< o d (20)
ox ox
Dynamic boundary condition (DBC) on x = —/ — b between regions I and II:
5(¢i + <l51s) Oy,
= 5, —h —d. 21
ot a > T @l
KBC on x = —/ between regions II and III:
0
s _ o g<r< . (22)
Ox
and
8q')lls — ad)llls’ _h<z< —d. (23)
Ox Ox
DBC on x = —/ between regions II and III:
0 0
oy _Ows oy (24)

ot ot "’
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Fig. 3. The kinematic and dynamic boundary conditions on the scattering boundary-value problem.

KBC on x = [ between regions III and IV:

OPums _ 0, 0<z< —d.
ox
and
b, 01y
= 5 —h —d.
ox ox ’ <Fs
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a(bllls _ ad)IVs
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ox
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By employing the orthogonality of the velocity potential functions the boundary conditions can
be further derived as eight equations on the four boundaries in terms of the 8 N unknowns to be
solved for velocity potential as shown by Egs. (A.1)—(A.8) in Appendix A.

3.2. Radiation problem

In the radiation problem, the structure is considered to be forced in motion by the wave force
induced by incident waves and scattered waves and then the structure motion results in waves
propagating in the x direction similar to a wave maker. The corresponding boundary-value
problem is illustrated in Fig. 2(b). The displacement of the surge motion of the platform is
given by

&= Se ot (31)

where S is the unknown amplitude of the surge motion. By means of the method similar to the
scattering problem, in this radiation problem, the velocity potential and the corresponding
elevation of free surface are written as follows:

For region I:

AIng COS[K (Z + h)] [Kj(x+I4+b)—i t]
= e 4 32
Pry = 121: o cos(K;h) (2
w .
= 35 A, 2
=

For region 1I:

by = [(Allnpll b + Anwm)COS Kni(z+ h)

o
+ Z(— 1)]-71(AH\,t,ypjeiK”j(XJer) + AII,VN]'GKIU(XJ)) COS KHj(Z + h) eiim. (34)
j=2
For region III:
o
9 —Ki(x+l K(x—11COS[K;(z + h)] _;
Priny = ;E[A”'”’P/e 0D g Ay e )]We W, (33)
w .

M = —1 Y [Aumwrie 00 + ApneCD]e ", (36)

J=1

For region 1V:

X
Grvw =— [(Alwml b + AIVle)COS Kmi(z +h)

o0
+ Z(— 1Y~ (Arvwpre K00 1 Ay, eS0Ty cos Kiyi(z + h)|e (37)
=
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For region V:

- Avig COSIKH(Z + M)k (- 1-byion]
— e (X lo 38
Do =D K : (38)
Jj=1
Nvw = Z AV”"jei[Kj(X7lib)+io—t]’ (39)
=

where the eigenvalues K; remain the same as those in the scattering problem. In Egs. (32), (34),
(35), (37) and (38) there are totally 8N unknowns, Alwy', Auij, AlIwNja AIllej, AllIwNja AIVija
Arvynj and Ay,,;. Similarly, by applying the kinematic and dynamic boundary conditions on four
artificial boundaries of regions II and IV, and taking the advantage of orthogonality of the
functions, the 8 N unknowns can be solved by 8N set of equations simultaneously. Boundary
conditions associated with the radiation problem are illustrated in Fig. 4 and equations derived
from the boundary conditions are written as follows for o> 1:
KBC on x = —/ — b between regions I and II:

6gblw dé
W= —d 4
B i 0<z< (40)
and
a(lslw — a(pllw, _h<z< —d. (41)
ox ox
z
Foommmmmmmmeeemee- RSN S i '
N\ ‘ = ; 1PV
\/ ' ' ~— ' ' ~ - X
KBC{—%] =% KBC{% -% KBc{ Hue| K c{ ﬁ"—] &
re-tiob) re-t & dt & raetlod d
O 1 PO ] ] G =i
L [P : ] | e
], 0 Bl e Bl 3w
A e
e _ By Huw _ P Hure _ 5 B _ By
oot o oqee] | onffmade] o od¥efe]
Hpe _ Buw Fy _ Fire _ Hve _ e
e I s I b I & 5 IO
tim Q’:-lé’_&]go E E E E lim i"-+lﬁ—“"'——]=0
x: a Cca ' 1 ' 1 x a ca
1] ] 1] ]
F _ b [ D [P b [ W, : e _
[_c‘;'—-o],_,,, H [ & o]-—h H [ d” o]x-—h : [ ‘l; o]:.-/. H [ & ]rnn

:
:

Fig. 4. The kinematic and dynamic boundary conditions on the radiation boundary-value problem.
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(42)

(43)

(44)

(45)

(46)

(47)

(48)

(49)

(50)

(51)

By employing the orthogonality of the velocity potential functions the boundary conditions can
be further derived into equations as shown by Egs. (A.9)-(A.16) of Appendix A, in terms of the

form of velocity potential that includes 8 N unknowns to be solved.

As was observed in these 8N series of equations, in addition to the aforementioned 8N set of
unknowns, due to the displacement of the platform, there is one more unknown S, the amplitude
of the surge motion, to be solved. Therefore, to solve for the amplitude S one additional set of

equation, the equation of the surge motion of the platform, is required.
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3.3. Motion of the platform

The equation of motion of the platform derived from Newton’s second law, after neglecting the
higher order non-linear term &* resulted from the dynamic tension of the tether motion, can be
written as

e .
M@—l—K E=F,+ Fp1 + Fp, (52)

where M is the mass of the platform system, F,, is the horizontal wave force exerting on the

platform and K" represents the equivalent stiffness of the platform system induced by the pre-
tensioned tethers [6]. The equivalent stiffness of the platform system is given by

2p,,9b u
] W
K* = / (d — dy) (—1 , (53)

where / =h—d, dy=M/(2p,,b), dy and d are drafts of the structure before and after
applying the pre-tension force. u is the proportional stiffness parameter defined as the ratio
between the tether stiffness and the buoyancy force of the platform submerged in the water of unit
depth.

For the wave force, by applying the linearized Bernoulli equation, the wave force F,, can be
obtained through the integration of the total hydrodynamic pressure over the vertical surfaces of
the structure on boundariesx = —(/ + b), —/, +/ and (/ + b), and given by

0
el O Oy Oy
F’w - , = x=—I— X= - lx:— - lx: d . 54
p”/d<8t -p + 81' R e T (54)

Fp1/p2 are forces exerting on two tether legs due to the drag and inertial effect induced by waves,
which may be presented by employing the modified Morison’s equation [10] since the diameter of
the tether D is small compared to the wavelength as

—d

FDl/D2 = /] [%waCD(u - X)(u - X) + %;TC:OWDZ Cm(u - j{)—i—%ﬂ:waz}.(] dz, (55)
—n

where y is the horizontal deflection of the tether, while Cp and C,, are the coefficients

corresponding to the drag and inertial effect respectively. By applying Lorent’s hypothesis of

equivalent work [11] and assuming that the linear drag consumes the same energy within one wave

period as that of non-linear drag, a linear drag coefficient R}, can be defined as

o _ 5 105, DCylu — i — D — )} drdz

Rd — 7 - : (56)
o Jo lowDa(u — ) — P dedz
After substitution for the non-linear drag terms, the forces on the tethers are given as
—d
Fpip2 = /1 [wao*RZ(u -0+ %nwaz Cu(tt — ;'()—l—%nwa%'{] dz. (57)
—h

For the application of force, Fp/p, the velocity and acceleration for both the fluid and the tether
must be obtained first. However, due to the interactions among the wave, platform structure and



H. H. Lee, W.-S. Wang | Journal of Sound and Vibration 263 (2003) 743-774 755

tethers, the force, Fpi/py, will be applied in terms of the parameters that are to be solved
simultaneously together with the structural motion and the flow field. Furthermore, the tether
motion y must also be realized through solving the equation of motion for the tethers subjected to
wave forces.

3.4. Motion of the pre-tension tethers

The equation of motion for each pre-tension tether subjected to the wave-induced forces and
surge motion of the top platform can be written as

oy oy %y

Ly LT L =1, 58

Pt o T g =/ (58)

where p is the mass of unit length of tether, 7% is the pre-tension force in the platform system and

C is the damping coefficient of unit length of the tether. Similarly, the wave force exerted on the

unit length of the tether is obtained through Morison’s equation for small body, while the relative

motion between the fluid and the tether is accounted for. As is presented in Eq. (55) and then

modified in Eq. (57) without the integration along the water depth, the wave force, fp, on unit

length of the tether is shown as

fp = p,,DaRd*(u — 3) + 0.25np,, D*>C,,(it — j) + 0.257p, D*7, (59)

where

Ri™ — fOT{[O.SpWDCdIu — 7@ — D) — 7))} dt.
fOT[waO-(u - X)(u — X)] dr

After substitution of Eq. (59), Eq. (58) can be rewritten in the form as

oy — T*az_x
ot 0z?
= 0.25np,, D*Cypit + Rd**p, Dou. (60)

2,
[p +0.25mp,,D*(C,, — 1)]% + (C+ Rd™p,,Do)

The velocity of fluid in the equation is obtained from the potential, as was obtained in the large-
body problem combined with the scattering and the radiation problem, thus in region II u =
—0d¢y;/0x, in region VI u = —0¢y;/0x and i = du/ot. Substituting u and # in terms of potential
derivatives into Eq. (60) we have the equation of motion for the tether in region II as

foa 0) 0?
a—g + (C+ Ra’**wa(i)—)C s

25np, D*(C,, — 1
= —(0.257p,,D*Cyg + iRd*gp,,D) {

Alls/wPl
[+

cos Kiji(z + h)

0
+ Z(_ l)nil [_KIInAHs/aneiK”n(Xl+l+b) + KIInAIIs/wNne(XI71)K“n}COS KIIn(Z + h)}emt
n=2

(61)
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and the equation of motion for tether in region VI as

627 w0k a}’ *62}/

2 L L L

[p + 0.257'prD (Cm — 1)]812 + (C + RdzwaO')a — T E
*% A S/W

= —[0.257p, D*Cyug + iR}, - gwa]{ [eosKin(z + )

-
+ z:(—l)nf1 [_KIVnAle/aneiK“"(nH) + KIVnAle/wNne(xzilib)K”n] cos Kiy,(z + h)}em- (62)
n=2

The motion of the tether at the joint connected to the platform structure will be same as the
motion of the platform, that was assumed to be harmonic with amplitude S and frequency o, as
y(—d, ) = Se7“’, and on the sea bed the motion is restrained thus, y(—#, ) = 0. Assuming that the
motion of the tether is in the same harmonic form as the platform x(z,¢) = Z(z)e ', and
substituting back in the equation of motion, a reduced equation of motion for the tether can be
obtained such as the tether in region II given by

2

dZ .
T* 5+ ilp + 0251p,D(Cyy — D)o’ + (C + Rd™p, Do)(i0)*} Z(z)

AIIs/wPl

b

:mzhmp%%g+mﬁw%p% cos Kipi(z + h)

* Z(— D" (= KiinAitsjwpn + Kitgowne ") cos Kia(z + h)} (63)
n=2

along with reduced boundary conditions as

Z(~d) = S,
Z(—h) = 0.

After solving the equation the relationship between the tether motion and the flow field is
established such as the tether in region II is given by

2z, 0) = |Cre” 4+ Cre™ + Z a, cos Kipa(z + h) [e 77, (64)

n=1

where the coefficients a, C;, C, and q,, are related to the tether behavior in region II. A similar
equation for the tether in region VI can also be obtained with coefficients a*, C;, C; and a,. These
parameters are all defined and listed in Appendix B.

3.5. Complete equation of motion for platform structure

By substituting the velocity potentials of regions I, III and V into Eq. (54) and then substituting
Eq. (54) and (57) back into Eq. (52), the complete equation of motion for the platform that takes
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account of the multi-interaction effects can be written as
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(65)

equation, the potential terms with subscript w represent the effect induced from radiated waves
while terms with subscript s denote the scattered wave effect. After carrying out the integration
and rearrangement, the equation can further be expressed in terms of coefficients of potential and

platform amplitudes as

i
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where the parameters f, *, 0, 0%, I',,, I'* ¢y, ¢¥, G, and G¥ are also presented in Appendix C. With
Eq. (66) and Eqgs. (A.9)—(A.16) derived from Eqgs. (40)- (51) the aforementioned 8 N+ 1 unknowns
in the radiation problem can be solved simultaneously. By substituting these solutions back into
Eqgs. (A.1) to (A.8), which were derived from Egs. (19) to (30), the dragged surge motion of the
twin platform, the velocity potential, the corresponding elevation of the free surface in each region
and the velocity of the flow can also be calculated when the multi-interactions among waves,
platform and the pretension tethers are all taken into consideration.

4. Numerical results and discussions

To demonstrate the analytical solution, numerical examples are presented in this section. Since
the analytical solution is in an infinite series form, the convergence of the solution was also
demonstrated and discussed. As was mentioned in the Introduction, the twin-platform system is
more close to the practical application even though the analysis is more challenging. Therefore, in
the numerical examples a comparison between the single- and the twin-platform system was also
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made when the spacing between two platforms of the twin-platform system was reduced thus
becoming similar to a single-platform system. The platform responses due to coupled interactions
among the waves, platform and the tethers were obtained and compared to the cases without
tether—wave interactions.

Influences resulting from the structural factors such as the spacing between two platforms,
platform dimensions and the influence of water depth, were discussed in the examples, while the
material related parameters remained constant, which were discussed in the single-platform
analysis. The influence from the mass and the draft of the platform was also presented and
discussed shortly to examine the similarity to the single-platform system. The analysis was focused
on the amplitude of the surge motion of the platform and the reflection coefficient of the wave,
both corresponding to the dimensionless frequency of incident waves. Furthermore, the resonant
phenomenon for the free water surface between two platforms similar to harbor seiching was also
observed and discussed.

4.1. The convergence and consistency of the solution

Two tests were performed here for the analytical solutions of this twin-platform system, namely
the convergence of the series solution and the consistency of the solution when reduced to a single-
platform system. The convergence test for appropriate wave modes in the series solution was
performed when related factors such as the incident wave height, wave period, water depth and
the geometry of the structure were taken into account. Assuming that the convergent error is set
to be 5%, for wave periods ranging from 2 to 20 s, the convergence of the reflection coefficient K,
corresponding to the number of wave modes in the series solution is shown in Fig. 5(a) and (b).
The parameters related to the structure and water depth are also shown in the figure. It shows that
after 15, mostly less than 10, wave modes, all of the reflection coefficients approach a value within
the range of the convergent error.

Next, consistency between the single- and twin-platform solution was examined when the
spacing between two platforms vanished, /=0. Fig. 6(a) shows the dimensionless amplitude of the
surge motion of the twin-platform system corresponding to the dimensionless frequency of the
incident wave, a2g/h, applied to the platform system located in the water 30.0m deep. As was
shown, the responses resulting from twin-platform and single-platform systems almost merged
into one. Fig. 6(b) presented the reflection and transmission coefficients of the wave for both the
reduced twin- and single-platform systems corresponding to the frequency of the incident wave.
Again, both the reflection and the transmission coefficients were matched into the same curve for
the two platform systems. Therefore, the solution for the twin-platform system is consistent with
that of the single platform and able to solve a single-platform system problem when the multi-
interactions among waves, platform and strained tethers are taken into account.

4.2. Influence of twin-platform parameters on the structural motion

4.2.1. The spacing effect on the twin-platform drag surge motion

The tether drag effect corresponding to the influence of spacing between two platforms in the
twin-platform system was examined here. In the numerical example the dimension of each
platform remained constant while the spacing between them varied. Fig. 7(a) shows the
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Fig. 5. The convergence of the reflection coefficient corresponding to the number of mode for the series solution. (a)
Wave period from 2 to 10s. (b) Wave period from 12 to 20s.

dimensionless amplitude of the platform drag surge motion while Fig. 7(b) is the response
comparison to the platform without tether—wave interactions. The corresponding dimension and
related parameters are also presented in the figure. In Fig. 7(a) both the amplitude of the drag
surge motion and the resonant period of the response were increased corresponding to the
increase of the spacing between two platforms. However, when the spacing reached 8 m, ratio
bl1=0.5, the amplitude seemed to converge to a constant. Compared to the case where the tether—
wave interactions are not taken into account, as observed from Fig. 7(b) the trend of the
amplitude variation corresponding to the frequency of the incident waves is quite similar to each
other except that the amplitude was greatly reduced from the tether—wave interaction effect.

4.2.2. The dimension effect on the twin-platform drag surge motion
The dimension of each single platform for the twin-platform system was varied for the
examination of the influence on the drag surge motion of the platform system. Fig. 8(a) is the
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Fig. 6. The consistency for the solution between the single platform and twin-platform system. Comparison of the
dimensionless response amplitude of the platform. Comparison of the reflection and transmission coefficients.

reflection coefficient of the platform system corresponding to the dimensionless frequency of the
incident wave. Influenced by the tether—wave interactions the maximum value of the coefficients is
not a unit value anymore such as the case without tether—wave interactions but varied such that
corresponding to the increase of the platform dimension the reflection coefficients are increased.
Fig. 8(b) shows comparisons of dimensionless amplitude of platform motions between platforms
with and without considering the tether—wave interactions. For the case without considering the
tether effect, corresponding to the increase of the dimension of each platform, both the amplitude
and the resonant period of the platform surge motion decreased significantly. However, for the
case where the tether effect is considered, corresponding to the increase of the platform
dimension, the amplitude only reduced slightly. The difference in the amplitude between two cases
is larger when the platform dimension is smaller. It is because the correspondingly smaller system
stiffness would allow a larger vibration on the tether, which due to the tether—wave interaction
would damp more energy and then reduce the platform motion more significantly.
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between two platforms /. (a) The dimensionless amplitude of the dragged surge motion corresponding to the wave
frequency. (b) The motion comparison between the platforms with and without tether—wave interactions.

4.2.3. The draft effect on the twin-platform drag surge motion

An examination on the influence of the submerged depth of the structure d, when the tether—
wave interaction effect was accounted for, was carried out here. The platform draft not only
affects the eigenvalue of the solution but also the equivalent stiffness K*. A twin platform each
4.0 m wide was analyzed while the after-tension draft of the platform was varied from 1.0 to 7.0 m.
Similar to the previous analysis, Fig. 9(a) and (b) shows the reflection coefficients for the wave and
the comparison of the dimensionless amplitudes for platform motions with and without
considering the tether—wave interactions corresponding to the dimensionless frequency of the
incident waves. The related parameters of the system are also shown in the figure. As shown in
Fig. 9(a), influenced by the tether-wave interactions corresponding to the increase of the draft, the
reflection coefficient becomes larger while the resonant frequency becomes smaller.

It is also observed in Fig. 9(b) that corresponding to the increase of the draft of the platform,
for the platform with the tether—wave interaction being taken into account, the amplitude
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the platforms with and without tether—wave interactions.

increased and then dropped slightly after up to a certain value. This phenomenon is quite different
from the case where the tether—wave interactions are not considered, where the increase of the
platform draft normally enhances the stiffness and thus reduces the platform motion. However,
with the consideration of tether—wave interactions, when the tether vibration is larger the damping
due to the tether drag will be more effective and thus the reduction on the platform motion is
more significant. Once the platform draft increased, corresponding to the reduction of the tether
vibration, the damping became less effective and then the tether drag effect became gradually
negligible. Therefore, the motion of the platform with deeper draft will be less influenced by the
tether—-wave interaction, while the motion of platform with smaller draft may be significantly
overestimated when this interaction was ignored.

4.2.4. The mass effect on the twin-platform drag surge motion
For the mass variation effect Fig. 10 shows the comparison of dimensionless response
amplitude of motions between platforms with and without considering the tether—wave
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Fig. 9. The dragged surge motion for the twin-platform system with respect to the draft of the platform. (a) The
reflection coefficient corresponding to the wave frequency. (b) The motion comparison between the platforms with and
without tether—wave interactions.

interactions corresponding to the dimensionless wave frequency. With respect to the increase of
the mass, the response amplitude is basically increased, particularly for the case of ignoring the
tether—wave interactions, while the resonant frequency moves to the low value range. It is known
that the increase of the platform mass will reduce the system frequency and result in the increase
of the initial draft, which will reduce the equivalent stiffness and then increase the response
magnitude. However, when the tether—wave interaction is taken into consideration, the damping
due to tether drag becomes more obvious corresponding to the increase of the structure mass and
thus mitigates the mass effect on the amplitude of surge motion.

4.3. Influence of the water depth on the twin-platform motion

The influence of the water depth on the drag surge motion for the twin-platform system was
studied and further compared with the motion without tether—wave interactions. A twin-platform
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structural system of 4.0m dimension for each platform was analyzed when the water depth
of the location was varied from 10.0 to 50.0 m. Fig. 11(a) shows the amplitude of the drag surge
motion of the platform corresponding to the period of the incident wave and (b) is a comparison
between the platform with and without considering the tether—wave interactions. It was found
that taking into consideration of the tether—wave interactions, the platform motion was greatly
reduced, particularly for locations in the deeper water, and as shown in Fig. 11(a) the water
depth seems to influence the resonant period rather than the vibration amplitude. Corresponding
to the increase of the water depth, the resonant period of the response was increased for platforms
both with and without tether—wave interaction effect. It is clear that, for the platform without
considering the tether drag effect, the increase of the water depth would lengthen the tension-leg
and then decrease the equivalent stiffness of the system if the dimension and material of the
tether remained the same. Once the stiffness of the system reduced, both the amplitude and the
resonant period of the response then, increased. However, when the tether—wave interaction was
taken into account, the vibration of the lengthened tether would consume more energy input from
the waves and thus might reduce the vibration of the platform as was shown in the comparison of
Fig. 11(b).

4.4. Seiching phenomenon for the twin-platform system

An interesting phenomenon similar to the water oscillations in a basin was observed for the
tension-leg twin-platform structural system, where the incident waves reflect in between two
platforms of the system. For the scattering problem when the spacing between two platforms is
one-half times the incident wavelength, water oscillation occurs between these two platforms. As
shown in Fig. 12 the dot-line is the elevation of the water surface near the side face of the platform
when the twin-platform structure stays still, where the water oscillates corresponding to
2kl~nm,n = 1,2,3... and the spacing of two platforms, 2/, is about one-half times that of the



766 H. H. Lee, W.-S. Wang | Journal of Sound and Vibration 263 (2003) 743-774

12
Nylon
10 | D=5.08 cm
b=4m F /.' PN
d=2 m /l’ \‘\ 4"‘ "»,I' \.\’-_‘\"\
_ 8 =2m ; Vi A // . ~.
< Mass=1000 kg / A // v \.\ \*\ —h=10m
< NS . 1 |---h=20m
w Of B
s SN SN T h=30m
< ----h=40m
o -~ H=50m
2 -
0O
(@) period (sec)
100
90 | [Nylon h=50 m
g
— 70 [d=2m
< 60 =2 m
) Mass=1000 kg h=30m e with tether
2 0r [ effect
< 40f Fa } — no tether
30 h=20 m Py effect
20 ‘ ‘
10
0
4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
(b) period (sec)

Fig. 11. The dragged surge motion for the twin-platform system with respect to the water depth 4. (a) The
dimensionless amplitude of the dragged surge motion corresponding to the wave period. (b) The motion comparison
between the platforms with and without tether—wave interactions.

wavelength. While a solid line represents the water oscillation when the drag surge motion of the
twin platform was taken into account, it shows that the significant peaks of the water oscillation
occur around 2kl =nn,n=2,4,6... It was found that the peaks of water oscillation
corresponding to 2kl = nm,n = 1,3, 5... become insignificant when these two platforms are in a
drag surge motion.

The dimensional effect of the twin-platform system on the water oscillation was further
studied. As also shown Fig. 12(a) and (b) shows the water oscillation between two platforms
when the dimension of each single platform was varied from 2 to 4m while the spacing
between them remained unchanged. It is found that with respect to the increase of the platform
dimension, the oscillation seems to be more significant when 2k/ is in a lower range for both cases
with and without platform motion. However, within a higher range of 2kl such that the
wavelength is shorter, the water oscillations associated with platform motions seem to be less
significant due to the better shielding effect on the short waves for platforms with larger
dimensions.
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5. Conclusions

In this study, a set of equations and corresponding boundary conditions to describe the motion
of a twin-platform system with pre-tension tethers subjected to multi-interactions among waves,
platform structure and tension-leg tethers were derived. The corresponding analytical solutions
of close form were obtained and presented as an infinite series for the dynamic behavior of
the platform. The solution was also demonstrated in the numerical examples in terms of the
amplitude of the platform surge motion and the reflection and transmission coefficient. The
influence from parameters of the structural dimension and the water depth was examined and
discussed. As was illustrated in the figures for the analytical results, it is concluded that this
analytical solution of infinite series form is convergent and consistent with the single-platform
solution.
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In the comparisons for the platform responses with and without considering the tether—wave
interactions it showed that the tether—wave interactions would significantly reduce the responses
in general. However, when the parameters of the platform or wave or water depth varied, the
interaction effect was influenced. Among the parameters of twin—platform system, similar to
single-platform system, the interaction effect is very significant for platform with small draft or
small dimension. The tether—wave interaction effect is also more obvious when the platform mass
is larger or when the location of water is deeper. However, when the draft or dimension of the
platform is large the interaction effect between the tethers and waves becomes gradually
insignificant. The influence of the variation of spacing between two single platforms of a twin-
platform system seems to be less significant on the interaction effect than the case without tether—
wave interaction. Therefore, it is concluded that for the twin-platform system with smaller
dimension or smaller draft or larger mass or platforms located in deeper water, the analysis
without taking account for the wave—tether interaction effect tends to overestimate the platform
responses no matter what the spacing between two platforms is.

A phenomenon similar to the water oscillations in a basin was also observed for this twin-
platform structural system as incident waves reflect in between two platforms of the system. In the
scattering problem, the resonant water oscillation occurs when the spacing between two platforms
is one-half times the incident wavelength. When the drag surge motion of the twin platform was
taken into account it shows that the significant peaks of the water oscillation between platforms
occur when the spacing of two platforms is about the multiple times of the wavelength.
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Appendix A

KBC (scattering problem) on x = —/ — b:
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KBC (scattering problem) on x = —/:
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DBC (scattering problem) on x = —/:
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7 A A Ay,
cos(K,h) (—e MisPx + Amigng) — I+ b IVsPl
o0
. i d _ ) K.
—IZ{(—U’ 1KHj<ZIIjZa> (—e 2Kl Aryspj+ e K‘”bAIVij)} = 0. (A.5)
=2

DBC (scattering problem) on x = /:

a <ZIIoch>d oK d a1
lgm(e ! Awspy 4+ Amsng) + <ZaZu ) L [(1 = 3 )(=1)* "+ (1/1 4 b) 5,1 |
X & Ay, + (1= 6= D 40 ] B Ay} = 0. (A0
KBC (scattering problem) on x =/ + b:

<ZIIIZ > . - i—1 d — Ky (21+b)
ﬁz‘lwsm +IZ{(—1Y Kuj{ZwZy)" (—e " AIVst+AleM)]
=

Ki{ZsZy)

o v =0, (A.7)

DBC (scattering problem) on x =/ + b:
(ZnaZi) {1 = 8)(—= 1) +6,1 e KmCHD) g1y p,

d
+ [ = )= 1" +851] Arvewa ) +1Z4AVS_, =0, (A.8)

where ¢ is the Kronecker delta and notations (ZeZ¢»* are defined as Egs. (D.1)~(D.3) in
Appendix D.
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KBC (radiation problem) on x = —/ — b:

Koc<ZocZo<> 1 d
- - 7 “lwa — 5 Z Zoc A w
cos K, I ll+b< mZ.)" Anwpt
s - d ke
—IZ{(—U’ "Kuj(ZiyZ,)" (— Anpy + € K"’(zlJ“b)Anwzvj‘)} —?<ZO>S 0. (A.9)
=2

DBC (radiation problem) on x = —/ — b:

(Zn.Z; p B
- Zcos Kh) AIW] (ZuZia Y [(1 = 8u) (= 1)* ' =301] Atypa

[(1 - 59&1)(_1)1_1"’_511]67K111(21+b)A111vNa} =0. (AIO)
KBC (radiation problem) on x = —/:

ZnZ, ~ . d; _ky 2Ky
%Anwm —IZ[(—W "Kuj(Zi;Za) " (—e KW Ay prte K0 Ay |
=
er<ZocZoc> —2K,1 i62 0
———— (= A1 “ Aiiiwng) — —(Z)S = 0. A.ll
cos(K, ) ( Iwo T € HIwN ) g < a> ( )

DBC (radiation problem) on x = —I:
(ZnaZuay e ™ 5 Ay + {[(1 = Sa) (=1 = (1/1 4 )81 ] e K> Appyp,

(Zn.Z; >

- 1yl —2K1,!
+ [(1 50(1)( 1) +5%1] AIIMN(X} + 1 Z COS K/’l

(Anwr; + e 2 Amuyy) = 0. (AL12)

KBC (radiation problem) on x = [:
K. Z,Z,)
cos(K, h)

- IZ [( 1)] KH] <ZHj > ( 2KIIJIAIVij + e7K“ijIVwNj)] - 7<ZO>S 0. (A13)

B {(ZnZ,)"
(—e 2K“ZAHMD& + AIIIwNa) - IH_ibAIIwPl

DBC (radiation problem) on x = [

d
= Z ocZ‘ . _
iZM(fzK’lz‘lmwﬁ + Aueny) + <ZaZu){ [(1 = a)(=1)" "+ (1/1 4 2b) 5,1

< cos(Kjh)
x e 2K A rypy + [(1 = 8, (=1)* '8, ]e K Apy,y, } = 0. (A.14)
KBC (radiation problem) on x =/ + b:
RV RS i1 d(  —Ky(2+h)
H_ib/llvwm +1/22:[(—1)/ Kuj(ZyjZy)" (—e *n Arvwp;
K (ZyZy) io®, _,

Ay Ay + (708 = 0. A15
+ Ay NJ)] cos(K,h) Ve + g < oc> ( )



H. H. Lee, W.-S. Wang | Journal of Sound and Vibration 263 (2003) 743-774
DBC (radiation problem) on x =/ + b:
(ZnaZiay L [(1 = 8)(—= 1) +0u e K CHD 41y p,

d
(ZuaZ;) Ao = 0
Vwj — Y

[(1—5a1)( 1)* 1+5a1]AIV1tNoc IZW

where again the notations of <Z]Q> and (Z,Z,)»* are defined in Appendix D.

Appendix B

a=+ \/_—{a2 [p" +0.2571p,,D*(Cyy — 1)] +i0(C + R} p,. Do)},

a =+ \/—%{02 [p" +0.251p,D*(Cyy — 1)] 4+ i0(C + Ry3p, Do)},

0
+e"dzan},

n=1

1 ah -
C = . e_a(h_d){e [S — Zan cos Ky, (h — d)

n=1

0
+ ea*d a*
n (>
n=1

. 1 &
Cl = ea*(hfd) _ efa*(hfd) {e [S - Z a, Cos KIln(h - d)
n=

1 L 0 u o0
= ca—d) _ e—a(h—d){e " [2 an €08 Kii(h — d) — S] —e Z; a”}’

% 1 —d*h —d'd - *
©2= ed (h—d) _ ea*(hd){ [Z ay c0s Kpp(h — d) — ] -¢ Z; Ay (>
n=

n=1

AHS/MPl(O 2577:pr ng + lwaR:;;g)
(I + b){e*[p" + 0.257p,, DXC,, — )] +i6(C + R} p,, Do)}’

a =

a* _ A]VS/‘,VP](O.Q.STC,OW Cszg + lwaR:};g)
P u+ b){a?[p" + 0.25np,,D*(C\, — 1)] +io(C + Ry3p,, Do)}’
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(A.16)

(B.1)

(B.2)

(B.3)

(B.4)

(B.5)

(B.6)

(B.7)

(B.8)
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1

—T*(Ku)® + 62[p* + 0.257p,,D*(C,, — 1)] +i0(C + R} p,, Do)

% (0.257‘[,0“/,1)2 Cong + iwaR;); 9)(— l)n—l [_KIInAIIs/ane_(XI+l+b)KH" + KIInAIIs/wNne(xl_Z)KH”] , n=2
(B.9)

a, =

* 1
a, = . ek
" _THKi)* + o2 [p” +0.257p,D*(Cy — 1)] +i0(C + R)p,. Do)
x(0.257p,,D* Cug + ip, DR g) (1) [~ KitnArvspwpne ™ K0 1 Ky Aryg ponn®™ 70K n>2

(B.10)
Appendix C
I = %(e—ad _ e—ah) +7C ad ah + Z (C.1)
_ CT —a'd —a'h C2 a *h
I = (e e 2 (e )+Z (C.2)
B = p,Da*[0.252D(C,, — 1) + iR}, (C.3)
B = p,Dc*[0.25aD(C,, — 1) + iR} ], (C.4)

eald=h) 4 a—a(d=h) _ o

0= afedh—d) — g—a(h=d)]* (C.5)

eu*(d—h) 4 e—a*(d—h) )

0 = £ e ) — e -] (C.6)
—ad _ ,—ah 1
r,= %;[—e“hgncos[m]n(h —d)] + e,
—(e® — et 1 sin[Kjp,(h — d
2@ i costin(h — ) — e-oig,] - K= DL )
a v Ky
. e—a*d _ a—a'h 1
r :7*_[ he cos[Ki(h — d)] + ¢ dsn]
a A%
—(e“ d ed h 1 . .
+ Q—*[e” "o cos[Kiiu(h — d)] —e ™ ch]
a y
n sin[Kiju(h — d)] » n>2 (C8)

Sno
K,
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where

ath—d) e—a(/z—d) * a(h—d) _ e—a*(h—d)

V=¢€ VvV =¢€

(—1)"'[0.25np D*Cyug + ip, DR} 9] (Kiin)

~
on

and

- (—1y""'0.257p, D*Cpug + ip,, DR}»g] (Ki1n)

- —T¥Kun) + *[p* + 0.251p,DX(C,, — 1)] +ia(C + R}, p, Do)’

Sn

[0.257p D*Cing + ip,, DR}, g] cos[Kini (h — d)]
~ avba? [p” +0.257p,D*(Cy, — )] +i0(C + R}, p,, Do)
[0.257py D*Cng + ip,,DR}, ]
+ avba? [p* + 0.257p, . D*(C,, — 1)] +i6(C + R}, p,, Do)

C1

. [0.257p ), D*Cing + ip,, DR rg] cos[Kin (h — d)]
ST Vbo[p* +0.25mp, DXCy — )] +i0(C + Rpp,, Do)
N [0.257p, D*Cing + ip,, DR} g]
a*v'ba?[p* + 0.251p,D*(C,y — 1)] +i0(C + R),p, Do)

Gy = p, DR (=1)""" sin[Ki,(h — d)lig/o,

G, = p,DaRp(—1)""" sin[Ki,(h — d)lig/o, n=2.

Appendix D

0
(z,Z,) = / cos | K;(z + )| cos[K,(z + h)] dz

0 if j£o,
=9 h sinhK,h)] .. . B
|:1 —+ W} lf = o,

C —THKua)* + 0*[p" +0.251p,, DX(Cy — )] +i0(C + Ryp, Do)’

n=2

n=2,

7 _ ea(hfd) _ ea(dfh)]

2 — ald=h _ gath=d)]

[2 _ @ =) _ ea*(dfh):|
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(C.9)

[2 _ e d=h _ ea*<h—d>], (C.10)

(C.11)

(C.12)

(D.1)
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—d
<ZHJ~Za>d = // cos [ Kiy(z + h)|cos[K,(z + h)] dz

h—d sin[2K,,(h — d)] . o
5 {l—i- Ko , if Ky = K,
. . (D.2)
l{sm [(Kuj + Ky)(h — d)] LS [(Kuj — K;)(h — d)] } i KK
> K[Ij +K1 Kllj — Kx 11 o>
—d
<ZHjZHa>d = / COS [KH]'(Z + h)] COS[KIM(Z + h)] dz
—h
0 if j#a,
# ifj=oa#l,
. 0 1. .
<Zj > = ) cos[Kj(z + h)] dz = E[Sln Kih — sin Kj(h — d)| (D.4)
- j
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