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On the complete radiation—diffraction problem
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The coupled radiation—diffraction problem due to a floating body with slow (time-
dependent) rotation about the vertical axis in incoming waves is studied by means
of potential theory. The water depth may be finite. First, the radiation problem is
described. It is shown how the various components of the velocity potential may
be obtained by means of integral equations. The first-order forces in the coupled
radiation—diffraction problem are then considered. Generalized Haskind relations for
the exciting forces and generalized Timman—Newman relations for the added mass
and damping forces are deduced for bodies of arbitrary shape with vertical walls
at the water line. The equation of motion is obtained, and the frequencies of the
linear body responses superposed on the slow rotation are identified. Formulae for
the wave-drift damping coefficients in the yaw mode of motion are derived in explicit
form, and the energy equation is discussed. Computations illustrating the various
aspects of the method are performed for two ships. The wave-drift damping moment
is found to become positive in the present examples. When the rotation axis is moved
far away from the body, the slow motion becomes effectively unidirectional, and
results of the translational case are recovered.

1. Introduction

The coupled radiation—diffraction problem due to a floating body moving with
a slow rotation about the vertical axis in monochromatic waves is considered. The
paper is complementary to the work by Grue & Palm (1996) who described the
corresponding diffraction problem. The radiation problem is outlined in the first few
sections of the paper. In this case, a body is performing forced small oscillations in
six degrees of freedom superimposed on a slow rotation about the vertical axis in
the surface of an otherwise calm fluid. The coupled radiation—diffraction problem is
considered next, as we derive formulae for the induced hydrodynamical forces and
the equation of motion determining the linear body responses. The ultimate goal
is to describe the remaining parts of a method to obtain the three-by-three wave-
drift damping matrix of a floating body of general shape, including the complete
radiation—diffraction effects.

The study is motivated by needs in the offshore industry to describe wave-induced
forces on and motions of moored production ships and floating oil platforms. Such
production systems may be lightly moored and may experience slow motions with
large amplitudes in the horizontal plane. These motions are excited by nonlinear
loads due to wind, current and waves, and have periods determined by the mass and



290 S. Finne and J. Grue

spring properties of the moored body. They are limited by hydrodynamical damping
forces, where wave-drift damping has proved to make an important contribution.

The notion of wave-drift damping was introduced by Wichers & van Sluijs (1979)
who performed decaying tests for moored tankers in waves. Rational theories were
derived after some while, enabling the evaluation of wave-drift damping due to a slow
translation, by Huijsmans & Hermans (1985), Zhao & Faltinsen (1989), Nossen, Grue
& Palm (1991), Grue & Palm (1993) for bodies of arbitrary shape, and by Emmerhoff
& Sclavounos (1992), Malenica, Clark & Molin (1995) for vertical circular cylinders.
Later, wave-drift damping due to a slow rotation was accounted for by Newman
(1993), who also considered the complete wave-drift damping matrix, and by Grue &
Palm (1996). The latter two works allow for arbitrary geometries, but the problem is
simplified by considering only the diffraction part of the linear wave field in infinite
water depth. Wave-drift damping in the yaw mode of motion is also described for
vertical circular cylinders by Emmerhoff & Sclavounos (1996).

A realistic wave environment at sea contains several frequency components and
may also be multidirectional. Here we shall assume that the sea is longcrested which
represents a first step of simplification. This assumption is also of relevance to many
sea states. The leading part of the nonlinear wave force contains components that
are proportional to the square of the characteristic wave amplitude and oscillate
with frequencies corresponding to the sum and difference between each pair of the
frequencies, w; and wy, say, of the wave spectrum. Here we focus on the components
of the low-frequency force Re{F(w;, wi) exp(i(w;—wy)t)}. If the resonance frequency of
the oscillating system is low, or the wave spectrum is narrow-banded, we may apply
the Newman approximation, which means that F(w;, wy) is replaced by F(w;, w;).
This significantly simplifies the mathematical problem since we may analyse the force
due to each wave component separately and combine the effect due to the various
wave components subsequently. The theory outlined below, under the assumption of
incoming monochromatic unidirectional waves, is applicable to irregular seas in this
context.

In the present work we describe the complete radiation—diffraction problem of a
floating body of arbitrary shape rotating slowly about the vertical axis, generalizing
the method by Grue & Palm (1996, hereinafter referred to as GP). We apply potential
theory to describe the motion of an incompressible and homogeneous fluid, as
viscous effects are disregarded (§§2-3). The mathematical problem is formulated in
the relative frame of reference following the slow rotation of the body. The water
depth is allowed to be finite in all derivations. Applying perturbation expansions
in the wave amplitude and the slow angular velocity we decompose the velocity
potential, deriving a set of boundary value problems for its various components. The
coupling between the slow motion and steady second-order velocities in the fluid is
consistently accounted for (§4). The boundary value problems are solved by means
of integral equations involving unknown quantities on the wetted body surface only
(§5). The method requires evaluation of ordinary integrals over the mean free surface,
which have relatively quick convergence and are relatively robust to evaluate.

In §6 the first-order forces and motions of the body are considered. Several
results customary in the case of unidirectional motion of a body in waves may be
generalized to the case of a slow rotation of the body, still allowing for a general
shape of the geometry, except for a requirement of vertical walls at the water line.
Thus we deduce generalized Haskind relations for the exciting forces and generalize
the Timman—Newman relations for the added mass and damping forces to the present
case. Numerical results confirm these relations. The equation of motion determining
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the linear responses of the body is derived, accounting for the Coriolis force. We
also identify the frequencies of the linear body responses which are superimposed on
the slow rotation, finding that the different modes of motion may in general have
different frequencies. Furthermore, the frequency of the motion may differ from the
frequency of the exciting force in the respective modes.

Formulae for the wave-drift damping coefficients due to the slow rotation (§7)
are derived in explicit form using conservation of linear and angular momentum.
The derivations in the coupled radiation—diffraction problem become somewhat more
complex than when there are no body responses. The resulting formulae are compared
with the diffraction analyses by Newman (1993), GP and Grue (1996). Wave-drift
damping computations are performed for two ships. The wave-drift damping moment
is found to become positive in the present examples. We also compare wave-drift
damping, which grows with the wave amplitude squared, and viscous damping in
the yaw mode, finding that the former may dominate even for small wave amplitude
(§7.4). Various aspects of the method are discussed in § 8, including convergence and
energy balance. The convergence tests indicate that the linear forces and motions,
the time-averaged second-order forces and the wave-drift damping matrix may be
obtained with a relative accuracy of a few percent, depending on the discretization
of the geometry.

For a slow rotation about a vertical axis far away from the body we recover results
due to a slow unidirectional motion. In this connection, it is relevant to compare
some recent formulae for the translatory problem proposed by Aranha (1996). We
find a general disagreement between our method and his, both for the linear and
second-order parts of the problem; the details are explained in §8. Finally, §9 is a
conclusion.

2. Mathematical formulation

We consider a floating body moving with a slow yaw velocity (rotation about the
vertical axis) while responding to incoming monochromatic waves. We define a fixed
frame of reference and a relative frame of reference where the latter follows the slow
motion of the body, which is rotated an angle o relative to the fixed frame of reference.
A coordinate system Oxyz is introduced in the relative frame of reference with the
(x, y)-plane in the mean free surface of the fluid and the z-axis vertical upwards. Unit
vectors i, j, k are introduced accordingly. The angular velocity is denoted by Qk = dk,
where a dot denotes time derivative.

We shall throughout the paper consider the problem in the relative frame of
reference. The incoming waves described in this frame of reference are determined by
the potential

o' = Re[(idg/w)p'e ], ¢! = Ch(kz)e *kReosh=0), (2.1)

where Ch(kz) = coshk(z+h)/ coshkh, and A4, k and o denote the amplitude, wavenum-
ber and frequency, respectively, of the incoming waves, h the water depth, and g the
acceleration due to gravity; o and k obey the dispersion relation

K = ktanhkh, where K = w?/g. (2.2)

The wave angle f is defined as the angle between the positive x-axis and the
wave direction. In (2.1) we have also introduced polar coordinates by x = Rcos®,
y = Rsin 6.

The slow rotation of the body introduces effectively a slowly varying wave angle to
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an observer in the relative frame of reference. This is determined by f(t) + a(t) = po,
which means that df/dt = —Q. f, is the wave angle in the fixed frame of reference.
We let the rotation angle o be arbitrary and the non-dimensional wavenumber kI be of
order one, where [ denotes the characteristic length of the body. We assume, however,
that Q is small compared to the wave frequency. This is a relevant assumption,
since the resonance frequency in the horizontal modes of motion of a lightly moored
floating body most often is much smaller than the wave frequency. Introducing the
small parameter ¢ = Q/w we shall in the mathematical analysis apply perturbation
expansions in A/l and e, retaining terms up to order (4/1)*> and e. (This means e.g.
that terms proportional to Q/w? = O(e?) are neglected.) The perturbed problem then
has two timescales, a fast timescale with characteristic time 1/w and a slow timescale
with characteristic time 1/Q. To obtain the wave-drift damping, a time-average over
the fast timescale is applied.

Let » denote the fluid velocity in the relative frame of reference. This may be
decomposed as v = V@' — Qk x x, where @' is a velocity potential and —Qk X x
denotes the velocity introduced to an observer moving from the fixed to the relative
frame of reference. The potential @ satisfies the Laplace equation since V-v = 0,
according to the assumptions. We decompose & as

O = Qe+ &+ p?, (2.3)

where Qy¢ denotes the potential due to the flow generated by the body when there are
no waves, @ the linear wave potential which is proportional to the wave amplitude
and is due to the incoming, scattered and radiated waves, and p® the time-averaged
potential which is proportional to the wave amplitude squared. It is convenient to
introduce

w=—k X x+ Vys, (2.4)

where w satisfies the rigid wall condition at the body, at the free surface and at the
sea floor. Furthermore, Vy¢ vanishes for R — oo.

3. The boundary conditions for ¢
3.1. The free-surface boundary condition

The free-surface boundary condition for @ is obtained by applying the individual
derivative to the Bernoulli equation for the pressure at the free surface. After lineariz-
ing with respect to the wave amplitude, we find (see GP, §3)

0*d 0P 0P 0P

— +2Qw-V,— +Q—V,;- — =0 at z=0, 31

8t2+ that—I— 8tvl w—i—gaz at z (3.1)
where V;, denotes the horizontal gradient. We next introduce the decomposition of @
as follows:

Mg = d
® = Re {wg pe” + ,z; 3 (&) o ,} : (32)
where the first part represents the incoming and scattered waves, and the second part
the radiation potentials. {; are the linear responses, see (3.14).

We here consider the radiation potentials. The corresponding diffraction potential
and its decomposition were described by GP; a short account is given in Appendix
A. As already noted, the motion in the relative frame of reference depends on the
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slowly varying wave angle f(¢). To first order in € we then have

d ioty __ | di] iw é} it .

d[(é]e )—<1w51+ i e éj-i—leaﬂ e, j=1,...,6 (3.3)
where we have used df/dr = —Q. We may show that d¢;/dt = O(€?) for j =1,...,6,
see the comments on the last two lines of §3.2. Inserting (3.2)—(3.3) into (3.1) and
retaining terms up to first order in e, we obtain

09,

%) ¢ +1eKE;2w Vi + ¢V w) + < 1 6[3) — =0 (34)
at z = 0, where the sum over j is understood. It is now convenient to introduce
perturbation expansions for &; and ;¢;. The boundary condition (3.4) suggests
expansions as follows:

<f, + 3ie

=8 +et, j=1,....6 (3.5)
Eid; = &85 +¢(E16) + (08)/0p8)! + &} ), (3.6)
where the potentials ¢}' and ] are specified below. To order €” we obtain
oY
—K¢‘}+ﬁ=0 at z=0. (3.7)
0z
To order €' we find

—K{GW%{%} M(W+&w0}+m$mwww+QWww

0 1 0
{fl ¢; _l_éoawf ffﬁ( I a@i)}zo at z=0. (3.8)

Exploiting (3.7), this gives

it
— KoM+ —L =2iK¢? at z=0, (3.9)
j Oz j
a 1 ¢0
— Kyl + 7 =L =2K —2iK VY- Vs —iK¢OVigs at z=0 (3.10)
for j = 1,...,6. In the far-field analysis carried out later, among other things to

obtain the wave-drift damping coefficients, it is convenient to decompose w}- into
= ¢;* + ¢}, where ¢}* and ¢}’ at the free surface satisfy

opt? o¢°
— K¢+ ;52’ =2iK% at z=0, (3.11)

aqsl} ' .
—K¢Jl-3+7azj =—21KV;1</5(}'VX6—1K¢(}VﬁX6 at z=0 (3.12)

for j=1,...,6. The potentials ¢}' and ¢}* may be expressed in terms of ¢} by

<l5° b 000
o =Kok o0

¢)' = 2K 5/ (3.13)
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3.2. The boundary condition at the body
We next consider the kinematic boundary condition at the surface of the body. The
linear body motions are determined by
B=C¢+axx, (3.14)

where & = Re{(&}, &, &)e"} and & = Re{(&y, &, &)e'”'} denote respectively the first-
order translations and rotations. We note that frequencies of the body oscillations in
general differ from w when Q # 0, see §6.3. The kinematic boundary condition gives

N-{Qw+ Vo +Vyp?} = N-dB/dt, (3.15)

which applies at the instantaneous position of the body, and where N denotes the
instantaneous unit normal vector, pointing out of the fluid. We then expand (3.15)
about the mean position of the body, which we denote by Sg. The normal vector N
may be expressed by N = n+ & x n, where n = (ny,ny,n3) denotes the unit normal
vector when & = 0. After expanding the term in curly brackets in (3.15) we find

(n+axn)-{Qw+VP+Vyp? + B-V(Qw+Vd)} = (n+&xn)-dB/dt  (3.16)

where terms proportional to 0O(A3,eA?,€?) are omitted. For the terms in (3.16) pro-
portional to €' we find

n-Vo+Q[@xn)-w+n-(B-Vw) =n-dB/dr. (3.17)
We then utilize the vector relation
n-(B-Vw)= (B xn)-(Vxw)+B-0w/on (3.18)
and
l?-aa—:=E-aa—:)+&-a%(x><w)—(&><n)-w. (3.19)
In our case, w has non-zero vorticity, given by
V xw= -2k (3.20)

Combining (3.17)—(3.20) we find

n-V¢=n-£(§+&xx)—Q E- aw +2kxn)+a- i(x X w)+2x x (kxn)| p.
dt on on
(3.21)
We then insert (3.2), (3.3), (3.5) and (3.6) into (3.21) and obtain
0] :
a—njznj, j=1,...,6 at Sg (3.22)
where (n4, ns,n6) = x X n, and
o} .
ar; =0, j=1,...,6 at Sp, (3.23)
op!
% — —im;, j=1,..,6 at S (3.24)
n :
Here, generalized mj-terms are determined by
0
(my, My, 1m3) = —% — 2k xn, (3.25)

(mg, ms, mg) = —(%(x X w) —2x X (k X n). (3.26)
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Thus, in the present problem m; contain the extra terms —2k X n and —2x X (k X n)
due to the rotation of the body. These terms are absent for bodies performing small
oscillations superposed on a translatory motion.

We note that the boundary conditions for ¢9, ¢i' and ] do not depend on the
wave angle f, which means that these potentials do not depend on f.

3.3. The potentials in the far field

The potential @ — @' is generated by the presence of the floating body, and represents
outgoing waves at some distance from the body. The far-field forms of the potentials
¢} and ¢}’ become

@9 = R™'?H)(0)Ch(kz)e ™*(1 + O((kR)™")),  j=1,....6, (3.27)
¢}’ = RTVZHP(0)Ch(kz)e ™ (1 + O((kR)™"),  j=1,...,6, (3.28)

where H) and H}? are determined below by (5.15) and (5.16), respectlvely For ¢!
and 1.0, we may, using (3.27) and (3.28), show that

11

ad)zé =—ik¢“+K—¢°(1+0(kR) ), j=1,...,6, (3.29)
awl'_ 1 ok ('b -
TRJ —iky —i—Ka—Kﬁ(l—FO((kR) Y, j=1,...,6. (3.30)

Similar relations may be derived for the various components of the diffraction
potential ¢}, see Appendix A. We may for finite value of R apply (3.29) and (3.30) in
the far-field analysis, since all terms of the expansions of the potentials in principle
are included. In deriving integral equations for the potentials and formulae for the
forces and moments, we shall integrate the potentials at a control surface for large,
but finite R. We remark that the terms proportional to R'/?e™*® in ¢!, y] (and ¢},)
always disappear in these formulae, which means that we may let R — oo to obtain
the final results.

3.4. The boundary condition at the sea floor
At the sea floor all the potentials satisfy the rigid wall condition, i.e.

%(potential) =0 at z=-—h (3.31)

4. The potential 1p?

The second-order potential p® always appears in the formulae for the time-
averaged pressure, force and moment multiplied by @, and it suffices to consider
the boundary value problem for p®* when Q = 0, to leading order. The free-surface
boundary condition for p® then reads

) 2 2 0%
W= _ _ed <¢06¢> at z=0 (4.1)

0z 2w 0z2

where an asterisk denotes complex conjugate. The boundary condition at Sy is
obtained from the time-averaged part of (3.16), giving
oyp? gA2
on 2w

° Im{B’: (n-V)V¢p” — C° - (KB” —V¢")} at Sg (4.2)
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where B = [(¢0,E9,E9) + (£9,E9,E9) x x]/A4, C° = (&9,82,£0) x nj/A. A complete
discussion of how to obtain y® is given in Grue & Palm (1993) (for h = o).

The theory is intended for application to sea states with several spectral components,
as mentioned in the Introduction. Under the assumption of a low resonance frequency
of the oscillating system, or if the wave spectrum is narrow-banded, the important
difference frequency components of the forces and potentials are due to neighbouring
frequencies. For w; and wy similar we find that the boundary conditions at the free
surface lead to

dp

T (0po) = L—(,0)[1 + 0((@; — w)/o))
w(2)

= T(wj’ w;)[1+0(e)] at z=0.

oy
oz

A similar result is true for dy®/on. This means that (4.1)—(4.2) determine the leading
terms of the boundary conditions at Sy and Sz for p® in the spectral case for two
neighbouring frequencies w; and wy.

5. Integral equations
5.1. The potentials ¢9 and their derivatives

To solve the boundary value problems for qﬁ? we first introduce a Green function,
G'(x,y,z,x,y,z), being a sink at x = ¥ = (x,)/,z'), satisfying the free-surface
boundary condition (3.7). This Green function may be found in e.g. Wehausen &
Laitone (1960, equation 13.18). By applying Green’s theorem to qﬁ‘} and G° it may be
shown that in the radiation problem qbQ satisfies

0G° 2n¥(x), x€S
0 el — B> - _
/ ( i o G'n )dS { 47zq56(x) xe v, j=1,...,6. (5.1)
Here, 7~ denotes the fluid volume enclosed by the mean body surface, Sz, the mean

free surface, S, and the vertical circular cylinder, Sg, with finite radius R. The first
case is an integral equation for qb?.

The various derivatives of the potentials d)? may be obtained by means of integral

equations. By differentiating (5.1) with respect to K, we obtain that ﬁqﬁj?/ﬁK is
determined by

0G° G 9G° 2nlx(x), x€S
0o 0G40 ds = K Bj=1,...,6 (52
/S( K on T igek T K" ) S { gl (), xev, I=L00 6D
where ¢9 = d¢9/0K. Multiplying ¢%, by 2iK we obtain ¢}' (j = 1,...,6).
The potential 62¢° /000K is determlned by differentiating (5.2) with respect to the
0-variable, i.e.

0°G° PG *G°
0 0 dS = —4n¢) 7, j=1,...,6
/S< % 30n * ¥13Ka0on ~ aKa0' ) njok(x), x €7, j=1...,
(5.3)

which, multiplied by 2iK, determines ¢}* for x € 7.

5.2. The potential ]

Owing to the boundary condition (3.24) at Sp, it is more convenient to derive an
integral equation for the sum y; = ¢}* + ¢}> at Sp than for the potential ¢}’. We
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then first apply Green’s theorem to y} and G°, giving

Filex oy} hlex op; —2npl(x), x€S
17 _ 0"y 0" "J — j 5 B>
/SB <wj an G an > dS + /SF+SR (wj an G an dS {—4n1p]1(x), X € V
(5.4)

By applying the free-surface boundary conditions for u)} and G (see (3.10) and (3.7),
respectively), (5.4) reduces to

G° op! ¢
1 0 W ' 0 j 0 1 41092
O _ g dS +2iK | G (= 4 v,¢0 - Vg + 19 ds
/SB <1P] on on + 21 5 o0 + h¢] V1X6 + 2¢]VhX6

0G° oy} —2npl(x), x€S

— -G |dS = {0 B (55

+/SR (w/ on on {—4mp}(x), xev. 069

Following GP, we introduce an auxiliary function G' = 2iK9*G°/000K, where 0 is
defined by x' = Rcos0, y' = Rsin0, R* = x? + y”?. Applying Green’s theorem to ¢

and G', and introducing the boundary conditions for qﬁ? and G° at the free surface,
we obtain

0G! 9 0G° 0G! 0¢)
0 1 i Ui / 0 1 —0.
/SB<’8n Ga>dS+K ¢ 9dS+ (,6 Ga ds =0

(5.6)
Subtracting (5.6) from (5.5) gives

0G° ap; oG oy
1097 oS g8 a
/SB (1/3] on G on ol +G on

. 0
12iK (—~m%%+@wm$W%+gﬁﬁmow

G oaw} 00G! 1a¢? _ 27“P (x), x € Sp,
f@<%an G = T o | I = i), xev ©7

We note that i and G' satisfy the same condition at Sg, see (3.30). By applying this
condition together with the far-field condition (3.27) for q’)? and G°, and then partially
integrating with respect to the f-variable, we find that the integral over Sg vanishes
for R — oo. The integral over Sr in (5.7) may be further developed, and after some
algebra we find for this integral

- (b(;Lh(GOa X6)ds, (58)
Sr

where
Li(G°, ) = 2iKV,G® - V}, 76 + iK GV y6. (5.9)

We then apply the boundary conditions for (l)? and w} at Sp, (3.22) and (3.24),
respectively. The latter boundary condition leads to integrals over the m;-terms which
require evaluation of the derivative of w along the normal of Sz, and are not of
suitable form. However, by using a variant of Stokes theorem, and applying the
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properties of w, where V X w is non-zero, we may rewrite these integrals as
/ G'm;dS = — / w - VG'n;dS. (5.10)
SB SB

In (5.10) we have also assumed that the body is wall-sided at the water line. Thus,
(5.7) becomes

0G° 0G!
17>  iw-VG%n. — % — Iyl d
/SB <wj n iw - VGn, i o -|—an> S

—2mpl(x), x € Sp

_ 0 0 — J 5 5

[ @ mas = { R ES s
for j =1,...,6, where the first case is an integral equation for w}.

The integral equations for the various potentials are solved by means of a low-order
panel method, where the geometry is discretized by means of quadrilaterals. The most
important numerical aspects of the method are commented on in Appendix B.

Integral equations for the potentials d¢%/0p, 0*¢%/0B0OK and ¢i* + ¢33 in the
diffraction problem were derived in GP, §4.

5.3. Far-field amplitudes
We are now able to determine the far-field amplitudes of the potentials ¢} and ¢},
see (3.27)—(3.28). First we note that the far-field form of G° reads

G = R7'21%(0, x')Ch(kz)e ¥ (1 4+ O((kR™"))) (5.12)
where
0 (27Tk)1/ : kz' —k(z'+2h) \ Lk(ix' cos 0+iy’ sin 0)—ir /4
= (tanhkh+ 1) (e +¢ e y (5.13)
C,(kh) ( )
and

kh 0w/0k
cosh’kh  g/2w "
(C, denotes the ratio between the group velocity of a wave with frequency w at
finite and infinite water depth, respectively.) The far-field amplitude Hj(-) is obtained
by inserting the far-field form of G° into (5.1), i.e.

0 Oaho 0
4nH(0) = — A jon, ) ds. (5.15)
Sp

C,(kh) = tanhkh + (5.14)

I on

The far-field amplitude H }3 is obtained by first subtracting (5.3) multiplied by 2iK
from (5.11) and then using (5.12), giving

02h°
By — _
4nH; (0) = /SB 200m

on . .
(q)} P 21K¢?,K —ivh° - wnj> ds + : ¢?Lh(h0» %6)dS.

(5.16)

6. First-order forces and body responses
6.1. Exciting forces and generalized Haskind relations

An expression for the pressure in a rotating frame of reference was derived by
GP, equation (2.7). From this we find that the linear dynamic pressure reads p =
—p(0®/0t + Qw - V&), where p denotes the density of the fluid. The linear exciting
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forces and moments are obtained by integrating the pressure over the body surface.
By setting {; =0 (j =1,...,6) in & we obtain

0P
F& = —p/ ((% + Qw - V<15> n;dS
Sp

0
= pgARe {ei“” ( POndS + e/ <ia§5ﬁb +ph—w- V(b%) n,dS) } ,
SB SB
i=1,...,6. (6.1)

Introducing

X} =pg [ dpndS, X! =pg [ (p —iw-Vep)ndS (62)
Sp

Sp

0
F& = ARe { (X? te (1 56);" + X;)> ei“”} . (63)

The exciting forces may, when Q = 0, be found from the Haskind relations, which
in one form expresses X? in terms of the far-field amplitude of ¢? (see e.g. Newman
1977 §6.18),

we may write

X0
L= | ¢pndS =— [ (¢'¢), — ¢}’ )dS
pg Sp Sk ’ ’
2n 1/2 .
B <k> CokWHYB + 1), i=1,....6,  (64)

where C,(kh) is given by (5.14) and H? by (5.15). We now proceed to derive similar
relations for X;. By using the variant of Stokes theorem (5.10) and the body boundary
conditions for ¢ and !, see (3.22) and (3.24), we find that X! may be written

1

X!
St = [ @bt~ dlaas = [ wiet,— dhwlads+ [ glighds  (65)
pg SB SB SB

where we have introduced yl = ¢12 + @1, such that ¢, = @i + pl (see also

Appendix A). Furthermore, ( ), denotes d/0n. We may add to (6.5) the integral
Js,(—=¢Yw1, + i $p,)dS, which equals zero, since 7, = ¢}, = 0 at Sp. By applying
Green’s theorem and the body boundary conditions for the potentials involved, the
first integral on the right of (6.5) is converted to integrals over Sr and Sg, i.e.

X!

124 Sr+Sk Sp
Since ! = ¢! + ¢1* (i = 1,...,7), the integral over S; in (6.6) may be written as
I3 + 13, where

o= [ Vg0, = 00, + g, — dhollds. =23 (6]
Sr
We may show, by applying the far-field forms of ¢? and ¢!°, that I3 becomes

I = / (' 01 — 1l )ds. (68)

SRr
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Next we consider I%. Exploiting that ¢}? = 2iKd%¢%) /0K 00, ¢p!* = 21K *¢?/0K 00,
and applying partial integration with respect to the f-variable, we find

.0
I} = 2K g | (@00 — 6105,0d5. (69)
We may then show, by applying the far-field form of ¢® (i = 1,...,7) that the
contribution from ¢9,¢7, — ¢'¢$9,, is zero. Then, since ¢, = —¢;,
2 o2 40 01
Iy = 2iK S — o . 6.10
X (3/38K SR(¢ in d)z d),n)ds ( )

Comparing with (6.4), we find that Iy = — [ ¢3'$7,dS.

Finally, we consider the integral over Sr in (6.6). By applying the boundary condi-
tions at the free surface for the potentials involved, Green’s theorem, the boundary
conditions for w at Sg and Sk, and that Sy is wall-sided at z = 0, we find

(lp;¢gn - ¢?w;,n + wil ¢%,n - (b(]_))lpzl,n)ds
Sk

=2K [ V- (wg?¢2)dS = 2iK P2POw-ndl =0 (6.11)
SF Cp+Cr
where Cp and Cp denote the mean water line of Sz and Sg, respectively.
Thus, X! /pg = I}. By carrying out the integration in (6.8), applying (3.28) and the
method of stationary phase, we obtain

X!

pg
Generalized Haskind relations are also derived for a body of general shape moving
with a small forward speed (Nossen et al. 1991; Grue & Biberg 1993).

In figure 1 we show the exciting force iX,?ﬁ + X} in heave and pitch for a ship.
The force is obtained by both pressure integration and the generalized Haskind
relation, with good agreement between the two different methods. Computations
with coarser discretizations indicate convergence towards results between the solid
and dashed lines. The largest relative computational error of about 5% occurs for
kl ~ 14 in figure 1(b). Otherwise the error is smaller. For comparison we also show
the corresponding components |X?| of the exciting force (figure le, f), which are much
smaller than |iX,?ﬁ + X!| in these examples. As geometry we choose a ship oriented
along the x-axis with section given by a half-circle and beam b(x) = by[1 —(2x/1)*] for
|x| < 1/2, where the length to beam ratio is [/by = 5.6, hereafter referred to as Ship 1.
Working with a simple geometry allows for quite easy convergence tests. The length
to beam ratio of Ship 1 corresponds to that of a Turret Production Ship (TPS) which
is considered in some examples later (model shown in Grue & Palm 1993, figure 1).

12
(2;) CokH (B +m)e™,  i=1,....6, (612)

6.2. Added mass and damping

By next setting the wave amplitude equal to zero (4 = 0) we obtain the components
of the force and moment in the radiation problem, i.e.

) 0P
Frad — —p/s ((% + Qw- V<15> mdS. (6.13)
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FiGURE 1. Exciting force in heave and pitch for Ship 1, 3136 panels on Sg and 12544 panels on Sy.
Solid line, generalized far-field Haskind relations. Dashed line, pressure integration. Plus symbols,
|X!| computed by the Haskind relations. In (e) and (f) we show, for comparison, |X?|. h = co

Expanding the integrand as

— (aq') -I-Qw-V(I))
ot

0 '\
= Re prClwt

0
5;?¢3+e(:}¢3 2ﬁ%(1<¢°>+5 (! —iw - w%)” (6.14)

motivates introducing
in = p/ (j)?nidS, lj = p/ (1,0/ —iw- ch ndS, (6.15)
Sp

where fioj and f,-lj contain the added mass and damping coefficients. We then find

o0&
f;.) ?j—l—e(f fo-l—Z ﬁﬁ(Kf )+é;)lej>1} (6.16)

The added mass and damping coefficients obey the well-known symmetry relations

Firad Re{ 2 lwz
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FIGURE 2. Comparison of f},- (solid line) and —f]‘-,- (dashed line). Ship 1, 3136 panels on Sp and
‘ 12544 panels on Sg. h = o0.

?j = ?i when @ = 0. For slender ships with forward speed, the added mass and
damping coeflicients obey the Timman—Newman symmetry relations. These relations
have been generalized to also be valid for bodies of general shape under the restriction
of a small forward speed (Wu & Eatock Taylor 1990; Nossen et al. 1991; Grue &
Biberg 1993). It is possible to generalize the Timman—Newman relations to the present
case also.

We consider the sum f}j + f}i. By using the variant of Stokes theorem (5.10), with

G° replaced by ¢9, and using the body boundary condition for y}, we find

£ Sh=p [ 00— 00k + vldt, — dlwlds. (6.17)
Sp

This integral may by use of Green’s theorem be converted to integrals over Sp and
Sg with the same integrand, but multiplied by —1. The integral over Sz becomes

Sr
By using the far-field conditions for ¢? and ! (see (3.27) and (3.30)), the equation

(6.18) may be written p s [0(#7¢7)/001dS, which equals zero. The integral over Sr,
ie.

o) (P B — B W) + i D5, — dJwi,)dS, (6.19)
becomes zero by using the same argument as in (6.11). We have then shown that
1 gl
fij=—f (6.20)

Numerical examples of the cross-coupling coefficients between sway and pitch, f.,
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—f4,, and between heave and yaw, f3s,—f¢;, for Ship 1 illustrate that f; ~ —f}, in
agreement with the theory (figure 2). We note that the cross-coupling coefficients f1,
{1, between heave and pitch become zero. We have also arrived at this result for the
TPS (results not shown). For the symmetric Ship 1 we also have f% = % = 0 in
all the computations. The zero-speed cross-coupling coefficients 3, 12 are different
from zero for the TPS (results not shown), however.

6.3. Equation of motion and body responses
Balance of linear and angular momentum for the body gives

4 B 2B
(Fy, F>, F3)e'" — / k % c;—dm / ii?dm, (6.21)
my my

dB d’B
<k X dt) dm = /mh x X ﬁdm (6.22)

where the integration is over the body mass (m,,), and where (Fy, F,, F3) and (Fy, Fs, Fg)
account for the sum of linear pressure forces, gravity and eventual mooring forces.
The second term on the left is due to the Coriolis force.

The inertia terms on the right are represented by the usual mass matrix M;; times
the motion. By evaluating d2B/d¢> we find for the right-hand sides of (6.21)—(6.22):
—*MRe[(£9 4 €(2i); + &]))e']. The terms due to the Coriolis force may be
represented similarly, i.e.

(F4, Fs, Fg)e! —2Q / x X

mp

— 2iew* M, Re(fo oty (6.23)
where the matrix M is given by
0 —my, 0 meG 0 _thG
m, 0 0 0 myZe —myYg
o 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mi=1 —mzs o0 o0 o0 —-I, D, (6:24)
0 —-mZs 0 I 0 —D,,
mbXG mbYG 0 —Dy7 sz 0

and (X¢, Y6, Z¢) denotes centre of gravity, I, = [ . z2dm, Dy, f, x;x;dm, moment
of inertia and centrifugal moments, respectively. By using (6.3) for F o and (6.16) for
F'“d we find that the equation of motion becomes, to order € and e!, respectively

(—w*(M;; + f?j) + Cij)f? = AX}, (6.25)

(=0 (Myj + ) + ei)&j = AX] +1X7y) + 0 [(f; — 20M5)EF + 2i(My; + (K £1) k&7 5]
(6.26)
Here, ¢;; contain the coefficients of hydrostatic forces plus eventual mooring forces.
It is of interest to identify the frequencies of the responses of the floating body.
We analyse this point in the following way. First we write the oscillatory responses
Re(¢;e') = |&;|Re(e!“™), where the phase angle is determined by 6; = ImIn¢;,
(¢; # 0). The frequency of oscillation of mode number j is then given by

d _dey 093] _ 9 0
getty =0+ =0 Qaﬁ W — le<f°6ﬂ> (& #£0)  (6.27)

to first order in e.
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FIGURE 3. (a,b) The body response || (solid line), and |¢]| (dashed line) in heave and pitch. |¢]]
is scaled by a factor 0.1. (c,d) The first-order frequencies of oscillation Im{(l/é?)(@&?/@ﬁ)} (solid

line, and Im{(1/X7)(0X7/3p)} (dashed line), also in heave and pitch. All curves are for Ship 1, 1600
panels on Sp and 6400 panels on Sp. f = 135°. h = co.

Likewise, the frequency of oscillation of, say, the exciting force Re(X;e''), is
determined by

0
10X

ox, = — QIm <X;’aﬂ> (X} #0). (6.28)

Examples of the responses in the vertical modes of motion of Ship 1 and the TPS
in slow rotation are given in figures 3 and 4. We find that &1, &l are much larger
than their counterparts at 2 = 0. Furthermore, both figures show that the frequency
becomes different in the heave and pitch modes of motion. For Ship 1 the frequencies
of the response and the exciting force are the same in the respective modes, practically
speaking, while for the TPS the exciting force X; and the response £; have different
frequencies (figure 4c). For this ship, the frequency of X3 becomes large (but finite)
for kI close to 9.2, which is because |X?| is very small close to this wavenumber.
Corresponding results apply to the frequencies of &; and X5 when kl is close to
13.5.

The properties of the surge motion due to a rotating Ship 1 for wave heading
varying between 0° and 180° at a fixed wavenumber is also investigated, for the
purpose of further illustration, see figure 5. Of interest, among others, is to see how
the frequency of oscillation behaves for wave heading close to 90° (beam seas), where
the surge motion disappears. The phase Y jumps at this wave heading, without,
however, affecting the derivative of ) with respect to the wave angle, when B tends
to 90° from above or below. Even 06)/08 = Im[(0&)/0B)/E?] is smooth and becomes
zero for B — 90°, in spite of 1/&) becoming infinitely large there.
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FIGURE 4. As figure 3, but for the TPS, 760 panels on Sp and 1800 panels on Sr.

0.10F 300F
08 (@ | (b)
< 200}
= o8} ou L
o
S04t * 100}
0.2} ol
0 40 80 120 160 0 40 80 120 160
B p
52 10t (¢)
=
< s
O
N
N
>~ 0}
E
11
% -5t
S
o
«
< _10}
0 40 80 120 160

I

FIGURE 5. The surge mode of motion as a function of the wave angle: (a) The body response for
Q = 0, (b) the phase angle, (c) the first-order frequency of oscillation. All curves are for Ship 1,
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7. Wave-drift damping

The coefficients of the wave-drift damping matrix due to a slow angular velocity
are now considered. We outline here only the new steps required in the complete
radiation—diffraction problem, which are not covered by the diffraction analyses by
Newman (1993), GP and Grue (1996). We denote the time-averaged horizontal force
by F = Fii\ + F»i, (i; = i,i, = j) and the time-averaged moment about the vertical
axis by Mg. The wave-drift damping coefficients appear by expanding F, F,, M in
perturbation series in the angular velocity, i.e.

(F1,Fa, M) = (Fi0, F20, Meo) — €(Bi6, Bag, Bes) (7.1)

where Fig, Fag, Mgy denote the forces and moment when ¢ = 0 and the last term,
proportional to the slow yaw velocity, is a generalized damping term. The coefficients
Big, Bag, Bes comprise the part of the wave-drift damping matrix due to the slow
angular motion. Following GP for the diffraction problem, we apply conservation
of linear and angular momentum to derive formulae for B, accounting for terms
proportional to the wave amplitude squared times the slow velocity, disregarding
higher-order terms.

7.1. The forces Big, Bag
Conservation of linear momentum gives

F =epw (ii(jﬁ —k x ii> / & dV —i; [ (pni + p@ VP - n)dS (7.2)
v Sk

where a bar denotes time-average, and V' the (time-dependent) fluid volume bounded
by the vertical circular cylinder Sg, the (moving) free surface and the (moving) body
boundary, and the sum over i = 1,2 is understood. The integral fV @' _dV contains, in
the complete radiation—diffraction problem, some new terms due to the body motions.
By evaluating the time average we find

/ P dV = / @, B-ndS + / @..[dS + / p3dv, (7.3)
|4 SB SF e

where B is given in (3.14), { denotes the free-surface elevation and the integration on
the right is over the mean positions of the wetted body surface, the free surface and
the fluid volume, Sg, Sp, 7", respectively. Since [, @', dV appears in (7.2) multiplied
by e, it suffices to evaluate (7.3) to O(4?). Introducing @ = Re{(idg/w)¢’*!} we find
gA

gA* 0 0+ ’ 0 4 0%
¢ dV ==—Im [ B -n¢.dS + Im [ ¢"¢.dS
v SXi 2w Sh SXi 2w Sy sXi

+ / pndS + / pIndS  (i=12) (74
S]; SR
where B is given after (4.2) and we have used Gauss’ theorem to obtain the two last
terms on the right of (7.4).
We proceed by rewriting the second and third terms on the right of (7.4). By using
Gauss’ theorem we find for the second term

Im [ ¢°¢%dS =Im | x¢°¢%dS +Im xi¢p"¢p ds. (7.5)
Sk Sk Cp+Cr

To rewrite the third term on the right of (7.4) we introduce the auxiliary potentials
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11> x2 satisfying V27 in the fluid, fin = M at Sg, yi. = 0 at z = 0,—h, |Vy| — 0,
R — oo. Applying Green’s theorem to p® and yz; we find

/ pPndS = / 2p'dS. (7.6)
Sp Sp+Sr

Inserting the boundary conditions for p® at Sy and at S, see (4.1)—(4.2), gives
2

A
/ w2ds = =8 1 [ 1000 ds, (1.7)
Sk ” 2w Sk 7

A2 * £

/ 1p?dS =25 Im | 3(B*- (n- V)V — C° - (KB” — V$*)}dS (7.8)
Sp 20 Sp

where C° is defined after (4.2). The integral over ;B - (n- V)V¢* in (7.8) may be

simplified, and we proceed as follows: First we use a variant of Stokes’ theorem (GP,

equation B3), giving

/ 1B (n-V)VE"dS = [ {n- (V" - V)(1,B) + KB -V - (1,B”)}dS

SB SB

— / 1K B® - n(¢p** + k - B®)dl. (7.9)
Cp

Next we note that V+-B° = 0 and that n-(V¢* - V)(:B®) = B®-nVy;-V$** — 1,C°- V",
which means that (7.8) becomes

1 DdS = gA’ 0 0
/{,‘U)’n S = Elm — B - nV;{i ° V¢ ds +
Sp

KBO-an*dz) +1, (7.10)
SB CB

where

2
I = %lm (/ Bo-nk-BO*X,-dl—/ BO-nBO*-V;{idS—i—/ BO*-COXidS). (7.11)
Cp Sp Sp

We may show that I = 0. The first and second terms of (7.11) give

% * 1 £
Im (/ Bo-nk-BO'Xidl—/ B’ -nB” -Vy,dS = 3 (B° x B*)+ (n x k)ydl
Cp

SB CB
1 1
—2/ (B° x B)« (n x Vy;)dS = 2/ 2V x (B x BO*)dS> . (7.12)
SB SB
where we have used Stokes’ theorem in the last step. By then expanding the integrand
on the right we find that (7.12) is equal to —Im fSB B” - C%;dS, which gives that
I=0.
We then obtain

/ gA2 *
/ @ dV =~ (Mi—l— Im [ xi¢°¢ dl> + / p®n,ds, (7.13)
V w Cr SR
where
M; = Im <—/ B® - nV(y — x;) - Vop*dS
Sp

+K (Xi_xi)BO'”¢0*dl_/(Xi_xi)¢0 ,(l*zd5>- (7.14)

CB SF
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By applying (7.7) and (7.10), with y; replaced by y; — x;, we also have

= (0/gA?) (2 — x;)pPds
Sp+Sr
We note that the potential p® may be obtained as a multipole expansion of a
source potential between the rigid walls at z = 0,—h, and we may show that M, M,
determine the dipole moments in this expansion, see also Grue & Palm (1993).
The last term in (7.2) becomes, following GP,

(pni + p@' V&' - n)dS
Sr

A *
=B | Relg(¢,)n — 49 }dS —epo / @D +pPnds, (7.15)
SR SR

where @ = Re{(idg/w)pe'} +Qys+1p'? is used. We then introduce (7.13) and (7.15)
into (7.1)~(7.2), and expand ¢ = ¢° + e¢! in (7.15), where

¢° = ¢ + K (] /A9, (7.16)
240 240

¢! = 2K aaK(gﬁ 2k aaKq;e) o5 717

089 (K E9 (K &%) 00
ISP (5 o aéﬁ e 53@%)) g (aKé ) | o0 /A_ (1.18)

By also applying the far-field forms

¢° — ¢! = R7V2H(0)Ch(kz)e ™ R(1 + O((kR)™")), (7.19)
¢ = RTVZHB(0)Ch(kz)e ™ R(1 + O((kR)™")) (7.20)

we find after some algebra

Bigi;
=— M;
pgA? ( ‘op —k Xl)

41 /ane HOH"©) () —2im0) [H,0) + @) ( 7520 ) Lag
5, sin 0 # 0

cosf
1 ) 12 i
+2Re{(k”> o v (g ) = 2+ ) ()] }
(7.21)
where
H’ = H] +K(&)/A)H], (7.22)
H' = kCy [21K(H,,K Hj)+ H"] + g‘ aa% (HY + HY), (7.23)

HY = HP+K

vy

/ A. (71.24)

8ﬁ 0K op 0K 00

0 2 0 ) 0 0
(51 % 218(“’))11]0—210(1{&1)6%
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The amplitudes HY and H;* are given in (5.15)~(5.16) and HY and H;® in (A4)-(A5).
We note that H® and H' are of forms corresponding to the potentials in (7.16) and
(7.18), respectively. The amplitude H' is composed of two terms on the other hand,
one term of a form like (7.17), and another term proportional to 0C,/0k. The latter
term disappears when h — 0.

Equation (7.21) expresses Bis and By by the (far-field) dipole moments My, M, of
the potential p® and the far-field amplitudes of the linear potentials. These formulae
are valid for arbitrary constant water depth and arbitrary linear body responses,
and generalize the formulae of Newman (1993) and GP, which were derived for the
diffraction problem at infinite water depth. We note that (7.21) formally is of the
same form as GP’s equation (7.12), however with quite extended amplitude functions
and dipole moments M;, M, here.

7.2. The moment Bgg

Conservation of angular momentum gives

— 0
Mg = epw/ ,dV + ,0/ )V - n)dS. (7.25)
By Sk

Similarly to (7.4) we find for the first integral on the right of (7.25)

2

A
/ dﬁ’@dV:g—Im / B -n¢%ds + [ ¢°¢%dSs | + / pPnedS.  (7.26)
v 2w Sp ’ Sk ' Ss

The last term on the right of (7.26) may be rewritten similarly to (7.6)—(7.10), i.e.

A2
/w(z)n6d5=—g1m (/ 169" 9%.dS
Sp 2w Sr ’
+ / B - nVys- Vo™ ds — K / B°~n;<6¢°*dl>. (7.27)
SB CB

The second term on the right of (7.25) becomes

pgA’ . - -
T ( / Re{¢gi 1dS + / Re{¢b,, +¢}0¢?,,}d5>, (7.28)
SR SR

where we have inserted @' = @ = Re{(iAg/w)(¢° + e¢')} and kept the leading terms.
Inserting (7.25)-(7.28) into (7.1) we find

Bes 10 . o K 0 o o
=_—— [ Im!{B°-nw- _ = Im{B° - n
e~ 205 Js, m{B" - nw - V¢’ }dS 238 )., m{B" - nys¢"" }dl
1 a s * 1 * *
+-= | Im{ze’ % + ¢%¢°1dS + =— [ Re{po + ¢4¢%}dS. (7.29)
208 Js, 2K Js,

We may rewrite the sum of the second and third integrals in (7.29) as follows. First
we exploit the boundary conditions for ¢°, ¢! and y4 at S and Sr, and apply Gauss’
theorem twice. We can show that this sum becomes

— % /S Re{¢% ¢}, — ¢' 9%, 1dS. (7.30)
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Next we apply Green’s theorem to qﬁf)ﬁ and ¢!, and find that (7.30) may be recast into
integrals over Sz and Sg, giving for Bgg

Bes

_ 0% 41 0 0 0*
P _2K/ Re(¢S p), — 9%, aﬂ(lKB “nw - V") }dS

1 * £ *
o f, ReUSG + 45105 — 97 (0) +95),)ds. (7.31)

The integral over Sp in (7.31) may then be expressed in terms of the linear hydrody-
namic forces, i.e.

K / Re{qSO* —¢'¢%, —%(11(30 nw - V¢*)1dS

——Re {ERIAX] + X)) — c;ié) 4+ o ((f] + Mp)é) + 187 + 2K [k &)}
(7.32)

where (5.10) and the equation of motion (6.25) have been used. We then apply (6.26)
and that the body mass matrix M;; is symmertic, finding that (7.32) becomes

Im (@2 MR E) +icy(E0 ¢! — E5¢1)/2) /(pg?) (7.33)

where (6.26) has been used.
By introducing the far-field form of the potentials ¢° and ¢! into the last term of
(7.31) and evaluating the integrals we finally arrive at

Bss ZML ét/f lcl](é//f l/fé ) 1 n 1%
=1 - = HY(0) + HY(0))H" (0)d0
pPyE m{ Fry e 2pg 2 % J, (H5(0) + H(0))H ™ (0)

2p A2

(7.34)

where H° and H! are determined by (7.22)—(7.23). In the coupled radiation—diffraction
problem the formula for Bgg contains two extra terms which are completely absent in
the diffraction problem. The first term is expressed by the linear body responses and
the matrix (6.24) representing the Coriolis force in the equation governing the linear
motions. The second term involves the restoring force matrix ¢;;. This term becomes
zero when ¢;; is symmetric, however. The formula for the wave-drift damping moment
is valid for arbitrary water depth and arbitrary linear body motions. For the diffraction
problem, the formulae for Bg by Newman (1993), GP and Grue (1996) are recovered.

7.3. Numerical examples

Computations of the wave-drift damping coefficients B;s have been performed for
the two ship models described in §6.1, see figures 6—8. The wave angles are 90°
(beam seas), 135° (quartering seas), 157°, 180° (head seas) and the wavenumber is
in the range 4 < kl < 16. For a ship with length [ = 230 m the corresponding
wavelength A is in the interval 90 < 4 < 360 m. The computations show that Bjs not
only depend on the length to beam ratio of a ship, but also on the detailed form of
the ship geometry. This is an expected result, partly because the two geometries have
different motion characteristics, see § 6.3, with correspondingly different contributions
to the final formulae for the wave-drift damping coefficients and wave-drift force and
moment. The results for the two ships may differ quite significantly for wave headings
in the range between beam seas (90°) and quartering seas (135°), depending on the
wavenumber. However, there are also some differences for wave headings close to 180°.
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FiGURE 6. The damping coefficient By at different wave angles. (a) Ship 1, 1600 panels on Sz and
6400 panels on Sg. (b) The TPS, 760 panels on S and 1800 panels on Sg. h = oo.
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FIGURE 7. As figure 6, but for By.
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FIGURE 8. As figure 6, but for Bgg.

We may compare computations of Bj with and without radiation effects, where
results for the latter were given in GP. Such a comparison shows that B, with the
complete radiation—diffraction effects included, are large for moderate wavelengths,
and may have quite large peaks or rapid variations close to the resonances in the
vertical modes of motion. For longer waves (kl < 5) Bjs are small. The results for the
diffraction problem exhibit more monotonic behaviour of Bjs than for the complete
radiation—diffraction problem.
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FIGURE 9. Fyy, Fy and My, at different wave angles. (180° means head waves.)
The TPS, 760 panels on Sg. 1800 panels on Sg.

The computations exhibit a positive damping moment Bgs for the two ship models.
The damping also becomes larger for the TPS than for Ship 1, which is most
pronounced in beam seas. The generalized damping forces Bjs and Bys may become
both positive and negative. There appear to be no physical reasons which contradict
the latter results. The wave-drift damping computations are also compared with the
forces and moment for € = 0, which are displayed in figure 9 for the TPS. We observe
that the magnitude of Bjs is much larger than that of (Fig, Fa9, Mgy). We have, for
example, that Bgs/ Mgy ~ 300 at the peak for kIl ~ 10 and § = 90°. Thus, even for
very small ¢ = Q/w the effect of a rotation on the total moment may be rather
large. A similar result applies to the longitudinal force F;. The effect of a rotation is
somewhat smaller for the lateral force F,.

7.4. Comparison with damping due to viscous effects

It is of interest to compare wave-drift damping and viscous damping in the yaw mode
of motion. There appears to be little published about the latter, so we here provide
an estimate of viscous damping in the yaw mode from the sectionwise drag on the
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FiGUre 10. Convergence of f1s (solid line) and —f., (dashed line) vs. Np, the number of panels on
Sp. Ship 1. kl = 14.5. h = oo. (N, Nr) = (3136, 12544), (1600, 6400), (784, 3136), (400, 1600).

ship. This is given by dD = (1/2)pCp T (x)x|x|2|2]|dx, where T(x) is the sectionwise
draught and the x-axis is in the length-direction of the ship. This local drag gives rise
to a moment given by

12
Myi= [ xdD = (1/)pCogi8lbal (735)
—1/2

where y = 256 for Ship 1 and y = 171 for the TPS. A practical case concerning the
slow yaw motions of a moored TPS is described in Faltinsen (1990, p. 280). The data
in this case are: Ship length, | = 230 m, natural period of the yaw motion, 400 s,
standard deviation of the slow yaw-angle, 3°. This means that the standard deviation
of Q is 8.22 x 10~#s~!. The drag coefficient may be estimated by C;, = 1 (see Faltinsen
1990, p. 194). Using the results in figure 8§ we have for kl = 9 and f = 157° that
Bes/pgh3A* ~ 9.1 for Ship 1 and Bgs/pgh3A* ~ 14 for the TPS, which in both cases

gives
(Q/w)Bss ([ A ?
MViS(r o 1.2 m ’

This means that the wave-drift damping moment exceeds the damping moment due
to viscous drag for wave amplitude 4 > 1.2 m in these examples.

(7.36)

8. Convergence, energy balance and comparison with the translational case

Convergence properties of the induced forces computed by the low-order method
employed here are discussed by Newman & Lee (1992) in the case when there is no
slow motion. Convergence of the present method is illustrated here for some of the
global quantities. The added mass and damping coefficients, f}j and —f}i, should be
equal, according to the theory. Computations of fi; and —fL, for Ship 1 versus the
inverse number of panels (1/Np) on the wetted surface indicate in the example shown
in figure 10 that f1, + f1, — 0 as 1/Ng — 0. We find that |f| and |f1,| agree within
a relative discrepancy of about 0.3% , and that the phase of the forces relative to 2x
agrees within a discrepancy of 0.5%, for the finest discretization. Computations of
the wave-drift damping coefficients Bjs and Bgs with various discretizations of Ship
1 demonstrate convergence, and show that quite good estimates of the wave-drift
damping coefficients may be obtained by even a rather coarse discretization of the
geometry (figure 11).
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FIGURE 11. Convergence of Bys and Bgg for Ship 1. Number of panels: solid line, 1600 on Sg, 6400
on Sr; dashed line, 784 on Sg, 3136 on Sr; dotted line, 400 on Sz, 1600 on Sg. h = oo
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FIGURE 12. Contribution to the expression for W! (equation 8.2) for Ship 1, 1600 panels on Sz and
6400 panels on Sr. Solid line, the far field term; dashed line, the remaining term; dotted line, the
whole expression. h = oo.

It is of interest to invoke the energy equation which in one form may be written

d(Ey, + E
dEs T Ep) _ —/ (p+ Lpv® + pgz)o - ndS (8.1)
dt Sk
expressing that the rate of change of kinetic plus potential energy of the floating body
(Ep) and the fluid (Ey) inside the control surface Sy is equal to the energy flux at S.
Let us consider the time-averaged energy equation. The difference

d(E, + E
W =— (p+%pv2+pgz)v-ndS—(bdi+tf)
Sr

(8.2)

should then be equal to zero in the numerical model. Expanding W as W = W'+
eW! + ..., we develop formulae for W° and W' in Appendix C. The quantity W'
is expressed by an integral over the wetted body surface, plus terms due to the time-
averaged second-order motion of the floating body, expressing the rate of change
of the potential energy of the body and the fluid with respect to the wave angle,
and finally a contribution involving far-field amplitudes of the potentials. We have
investigated the energy balance for several geometries and find that it is satisfied to
a good accuracy in all cases; an example is shown in figure 12.
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FIGURE 13. Comparison of the wave-drift damping coefficients By, Bis and Bgs for Ship 1, 1568
panels on Sp,Sp. The ship is moving as described in §8. Head waves. Solid line, B;;/pgA°bo;
dashed line, Bis/pgA*sK by; dotted line, Bes/pgA*s>K by; black squares, By /pgA*by computed from
Aranha’s formulae. h = oo.

By letting the body rotate about an axis at a large distance s, the slow motion
becomes effectively unidirectional. In this case we expect to recover the results due
to a slow translatory velocity of the body. In an example Ship 1 is rotating about an
axis located at x =0, y = s = 100/ away from the ship. We compare computations
for head waves of Bjs/sK obtained by (7.21) and Bgs/s°K obtained by (7.34), which
should coincide with this scaling, approximately. (The only difference should be due
to the very slow rotation about the vertical axis of the ship.) We also compare with the
wave-drift damping coefficient By, i.e. the x-component of the wave-drift damping
force due to slow speed in the x-direction. The latter is obtained by the method of
Nossen et al. (1991, equation 68). The results show that the three completely different
formulae give approximately the same scaled wave-drift damping coefficient, in this
example, see figure 13.

Recently, Aranha (1996) has studied wave effects on a floating body with slow
unidirectional speed in deep water, and has proposed a simplified formula for the
far-field amplitude HY of the linear outgoing wave, his formula (18a). Introducing
this formula into the formulation of Nossen et al. (1991), he then proposes a simplified
formula for the mean drift force, and thereby the wave-drift damping coefficient By,
his formula (4). It is of interest to compare results using his and our formulae for
the translatory problem, which may be recovered by the present formulation (see
also Nossen et al. 1991). First we consider examples of the linear far-field amplitude,
HY. Ourf and his agree for zero speed, thus we subtract the zero speed value, i.e.
HY —H° = (Uw/g)H'", and neglect terms proportional to O(U?). The geometries

+ When the body is located at a position at yo — —oo (and x¢ = 0) such that —Qy, — U, the
rotation of the body with respect to the origin corresponds to a translation with speed U along the
x-direction. Then
0%G°
0x0K’

Qi — Ui Qa—d)o — ikUcos ¢°, QG' —» —2iKU
00 ox’ op ’
The fluid velocity is then given by v = —Ui + V@', where
@' = Re[(idg/0)pe” ]+ U +v?, ¢ =¢° +12(U)$'"Y, «(U)=0U/g.

Integral equations for the slow forward speed potentials may be deduced from the integral equations
in §5, following the procedure in GP, §5 for the diffraction problem, and we arrive at the same
results as in Nossen et al. (1991). Our HY is then obtained by the integrals in Nossen et al. (1991,
equations 64, 70, 71).

Qys — Uy,
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FIGURE 14. The far-field amplitude function H'V for Ship 1 in translatory motion vs. polar angle
0 (0 < 0 < =), computed by the complete theory (solid line), and Aranha’s formulae (dashed
line). Head waves. h = co. Computations with 1600 panels on Sg, 6400 on Sr. Computations with
Np = 784, Nr = 3136, are indicated with plus symbols (complete theory), and black squares
(Aranha’s formulae). (a) kl = 6. (b) kl = 8.
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FIGURE 15. A half-immersed sphere with diameter 2a, 784 panels on Sp and 1792 panels on S, in
head waves: (a) By;; (b) the far-field amplitude function H'V for translatory motion vs. polar angle
0 at ka = 0.9. Complete theory (solid line), Aranha’s formulae (dashed line). h = co. Computations
with Ng = 400, Ny = 880, are indicated with plus symbols (complete theory), and black squares
(Aranha’s formulae).

used are Ship 1 and a hemisphere, which both may respond freely to the waves. The
computations show, however, a fundamental disagreement between our method and
his proposed formula for HY, for both geometries, see figures 14 and 15(b), and we
question Aranha’s mathematical deductions. Convergence tests are also run for the
comparisons, see figures 14(b) and 15(b). (There is close agreement for 0 = 0, i.e. the
polar angle in the opposite direction of the incoming waves (f = n).)

Next we consider comparisons of the wave-drift damping coefficient By;. In the case
of the ship there is bad agreement with Aranha for non-dimensional wavenumber
larger than about 6, see figure 13. We have also performed computations for other
geometries (ships) and find in general bad agreement between our and his formulae.
This conclusion is also true for a restrained ship (the diffraction problem). However,
as noted by Aranha, his formula give a quite good prediction of Bj; for a floating
hemisphere, as recomputed in figure 15(a), despite our method and Aranha’s formulae
leading to different H'V in this example. Agreement for By is also good for an array of
restrained vertical circular cylinders, as first noted by Clark, Malenica & Molin (1993).

The fundamental differences between a complete formulation of the small forward
speed problem and Aranha’s proposed formulae for H'Y and B;; should be looked
into in more detail in future work. Likewise, the result that the two different far-field
amplitudes H'V in figure 15(h) produce approximately the same Bj; in the case of
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the floating hemisphere (figure 154) should be explained, which is another topic for
future investigations.

9. Conclusion

We have considered the complete radiation—diffraction problem due to a floating
body performing a rotation about the vertical axis in incoming waves. The rotation
angle may be an arbitrary slowly varying function of time. The mathematical problem
is formulated in a relative frame of reference following the slow rotation of the body,
accounting for non-Newtonian forces (the Coriolis force). First, the radiation problem
coupled to the slow yaw motion of the body is formulated. Among some new features
is that the usual m;-terms in the present case include some new components. Thereafter
is shown how the various components of the velocity potential may be obtained as
solutions of integral equations. The mathematical problem is formulated consistently
to second order in the wave amplitude and to first order in the slow angular velocity
of the body. Therefore, we need also to account for time-averaged second-order
velocities in the fluid which are forced by inhomogeneous boundary conditions at the
mean position of the free surface and the body surface.

The linear forces and motions induced by incoming waves are considered next. The
exciting forces are obtained by both pressure integration and generalized Haskind
relations, accounting for the slow rotation of the body. The added mass and damping
obey generalized Timman—Newman relations. Both the latter and the generalized
Haskind relations are deduced from precise mathematical arguments, and are valid
for geometries of arbitrary shape that are wall-sided at the water line. The linear
body responses are obtained from the equation of motion, and we find that their
frequencies of oscillation may in general be different in the different modes of motion.
Even the frequency of the exciting force and the response in the same mode may
differ in general.

The ultimate goal has been to complement a method for obtaining the complete
wave-drift damping matrix for bodies of general shape, based on a panel method. The
wave-drift damping coefficients are expressed by the far-field amplitudes of the linear
radiation—diffraction potentials, and for Bys, By, by the far-field dipole moments of
the velocity potential p®), and, for By, contributions due to linear body responses
coupled by the matrix (6.24) representing the effect of the Coriolis force and the
restoring force matrix, see (7.21) and (7.34). These formulae are easy to evaluate
once the various components of the velocity potential are determined. The method
is implemented in a computer code suitable for computations on e.g. a work station.
Numerical examples are obtained for the global quantities due to two different ships.
Quite accurate predictions may be achieved by applying about 800 quadrilaterals on
the ship surface and about 3000 on the free surface, discretized out to an outer circle
with a radius of one ship length. The wave-drift damping moment is always positive
in the present computations for the two ship models. We note, however, that Bg may
in some cases become negative for arrays of vertical cylinders, see Grue (1996). The
computations show that the damping forces Bjs and B,s may become both positive
and negative. We have invoked the energy balance in the model, finding that this is
satisfied to a good accuracy.

When the rotation axis is moved far away from the body, the slow motion becomes
effectively unidirectional, and results of the translational case are recovered. In this
connection we compare with formulae proposed by Aranha (1996), finding a fun-
damental disagreement between our method and his, however. This is true both for
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the coupled radiation—diffraction problem and for the pure diffraction problem, the
details are explained in § 8. However, Aranha’s formula for the wave-drift damping
coefficient in the surge mode of motion gives a quite good prediction for a floating
hemisphere and for an array of fixed vertical circular cylinders (Clark et al. 1993).

This work was conducted under the Joint Industry Project “The complete wave drift
damping matrix and applications’. We gratefully acknowledge the financial support
from Det Norske Veritas, Mobil, Norsk Hydro and Statoil. The WAMIT radiation-
diffraction program was provided by Massachusetts Institute of Technology and Det
Norske Veritas.

Appendix A. The potentials in the diffraction problem

We briefly describe the potentials in the diffraction problem, outlined by GP, for
completeness. The potential ¢p is expanded as ¢p = ¢9 + edh, ¢ = ¢! + ¢.¢} =

I 917 + 91, Here, ¢ satisfies —K ¢ + ¢% . = 0 at the free surface and ¢%, =0
at the body boundary. Furthermore, ¢!! and ¢!* satisfy

—K¢7' + ¢7. = 2iK $p . K7 + ¢7% =2iK¢p, at z=0, (Al
—K¢F + ¢3 = —2iKV,¢) - Vize — iKY Vize at  z =0, (A2)
%,111 = 0’ ;,211 + (:{)%,311 =0 at SB' (A 3)

The potentials ¢;' and ¢;* may be expressed as ¢} by ¢3' = 2iK ¢}, d77 =
2iK ¢} x- The far-field amplitudes of ¢9 and ¢* read, respectively,

4nHy = — [5, $7h,dS (A4)
nHy = — [§, (pih%,dS — 20K ¢9ch%,)dS + 5, ¢5LA(H°, 26)dS, (AS)

where in the finite-depth case h° given by (5.13).

Appendix B. Remarks on the numerical implementation

The set of integral equations are solved by means of a low-order panel method (an
extension of waMIT). The body surface and the free surface are discretized by quadri-
laterals (panels), and the potential or source strength is taken as constant at each panel.
The Green function G° and its derivatives (G') involved in the integral equations have
singularities V(1/r), V(1/ry), 1/r, 1/r1, where r = |x—x'| and r; = [(x—x')>+(y—)')* +
(z + 2')?]"/2. The singularities are integrated separately over each panel by analytical
methods. Numerical integration is otherwise performed using the midpoint rule.

Appendix C. Conservation of energy
From (8.2) we have

d(E, + E;
W=— (p—l—%pvz-l—pgz)v-ndS—(bi—i_f).

A = (C1)

Now,

242

A . .
— | (p+ Lpv2 + pgz)v-ndS = piw /S Re{(ip —egp)¢,}dS.  (C2)

Sr
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Using that d(E, + Ef)/dt = —Q0(E,, + E;)/0f, we may show
d ew 0

—gB =7 w[ W EPET My — mpg{(1E51 + €91 Z6 — 2Re[EQ(E9 X6 + £ Yo)1}]
(C3)
d 0 pg2A2 0, 0% 012 0 0%
—q k= 66{ </S Re{K B’ - n¢”}dS +2 SFK|¢ | dS+/SRRe{¢> ,,,}ds>
- % < |BSPnsdS + (1317 + 1€51°)ZB Ve — Re{286(Ey" Xp +55*YB)VB}>],
Sp
(C4)

where (X, Yp,Zp) denotes the centre of bouyancy of the body and Vp the displaced
volume. Expanding W = W° + eW! we find

—— =——1Im 0% ds, (C5)
pgA3c, C, Sk ¢,
w! 1 K 0 \
pgTzcg = E { oA GBR e{ENET (pVeXp —mpXe) + E¥ (pVpYE —mypYe))}
K Kz (V53
+ A2 aB(|§4\ +1EP)pVsZs —mpZe) + A2 0[3(6 ¢ M,
+ [ RelKB gl — () + K(E/ A0} S + 5 jﬁ KIBY/APnsds
Sp
2 C i 0C )
—/0 Re [KHO(KgH +C—a—kgH° 2iCy(HY ks + K (&) /A H K)) ]d@

—Re K C, 0k

1 1 0C, L2 - .
N s ™

where ¢, = dw/0k and H' = 2iK(H} + Hj) + H". For a floating body we have
pVp = my, Xp = X, Yp = Y. Then the first term in the brackets on the right of
(C6) vanishes.

2 \? C i oC . ’
(k) eln/4K< ng_i_iigHO 21Cg(H$,Kﬁ+K(52ﬁ/A)H2K)>1
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