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Abstract

This paper presents the model-ship correlations based on model test results of 36 ships.
All of model tests were conducted at KRISO towing tank. The correlation factors Cp. Cy,
and Cyp are estimated by the ITTC Standard Method and compared with the results of
another towing tank. In the 36 ships, the block coefficients of thirty ships are greater than
0.72. Nevertheless the comparison of factors is in good agreement.

The corrections to the scale effect on wake fraction Aw, and roughness allowance Cp,
are subject matter in practice. The correction formulae are proposed by functions of ship
length and form factor. And the correction formula of resistance coefficient 4 Cg,based on
Townsis s hull roughness formula is presented.

v ¥ 19939 % t e 2AAEEY (93.4.17)
A5YA 19939 59 249, AWEAx: 19939 119 27

« B3, Muba)FgEtd FAE, +»+ Y, WA FAF)
o0 A2Y, (FHIRFFY, wxe AN AAZZAF)



FYFHE AP BYA-HY AEEA 2@ 9
1.M &

MAutslF3ed A ddeze 197849 549 71
TS AEEE L, 1980 29 5H 213HEAEE A
zsta] oA7A] 13T FHA T F5E $13 YA
g4& F88 o3 vt 1 T4 E A EAM 2
FA-A4 A4S 47 % 2ALE SR o Al
A AET FLez 9 AR W 2R
3 A, 23 2yAY Ao AlMgsle AR
Age #3% 52 Foled 94y oz A g 5
At o)Al 1984\ ol 3ol REAIYT HM A AL
F3Pg Aol 150m of’de] g My} 7hen T2z
ARJNA 2 e £HALH AEE Bojr =
YA-g4 Aa-g ZAEH .

AM YA EAY dabe 293 YA EEY o
ZAck 100d ARt sdzie 2 vl VBAYE
A8 #14%% FHE 71E FAMRYY AlEH 2
ZRE d& 44 &g AHERACE. W. Froude?t A
S dlA «dIFzE AR o HE BEE oe
2 11 B BE AREEo] O dite g AA AlRdE
23] FYste Aol v Fasictn Azl 23
AlEE vt g Aojqich $43d Fol 18729 9=
o] W. Froude® A &22 dhd ool=z25 vts
A S 2AR st APAFE AR T]] =
g 187439 2= do] ¢ 53m2) 44 Greyhound
3E olBr} Z uiel HM.S. ActiveZ 7} THA 3
3 A Al ARE 23 A viad =§
£ 93 AR o F 3R TH 2L

18799 19| o}& R. E. FroudeZt 2L 4-& ojojut
o} REAAIA UriM 18834 Tz wEAgH
AEAEE B8 FAASFE F3he et TEs
o} (3], o18AH D& 2Pl FREHT HHAFE b
Yo} wet iz HA grez 83t m, 7)o
A8H Aeg FelFe oz dHe FA45E
Be Wyol 1960dti7HA] Aol gk 1970\
o oA 34 P} A Gl D2 HE
2FE 138 F =949 Hglo] FAgE] =
o] 1978 A 153 ITTC FAATY L3 oA
“1978 ITTC Performance Prediction Method for
the Single Screw Ships 2h= <]§22 5d4¥ 23
Alg sy o] ArHATH4]

et FZ A FAE ddsze SR 284
B AT Al ITTC SAH S ALgs7 2 8t 32
Ao A=ang n3d F+= WY 5 A9 ITTC
S mgront APde T 239 My

RESEMEER U B3 E 1% 19944 2H

33

< ARt ole 2 AT iREe} 27}
221 AAEE U2 23 Jen, 334 Ao
e FEATE ded odaigo] U7 A A
o oA A¥F=rt B BAAF FH A8
=7F ®ohA L, ol & Al WA vlu §F =
A WE nde 32 Ao AL =y
Foll k. ole ma} 334 Ay & AHg3te ITTC
Aol mE 23N-dA FBEAL B AN
Aol we PP FHE HAAska, FAYE B
ohfo] sjAtE B st} Gt

B =& AL 4 ITTC EE7138 AHEEHE
g2z it & AL AAVAFE ACp U
A Cu2 AH-SHATE 3t 1978 ITTC a4 el
A ACp & AHESl e, 19909 ITTCAMN = AR
718 TR R FEEY g4 ALYTE ACE |
Eila, #el7h oA71M dgshe AL7IATE Ch2
HEAB7] A7) w ot

viA[gte 2, & A7u8-2 33 Ayl =A%
ANAAE deng, 224 A o8 A
FAETE FEEE 9302 & AA HusigE
ATAE AT FEPESE Y Aol S
< vl

2. ITTC 2HAIH sy

19783 ITTC s8] 84§ Helsid 23 2
tH4].
(1) AT F3A 3349 348 (Hughes ¥8)&
Hggch,
(2) ARNAF C42ME Fig. 19 Yebd b3} 2
2 Bowden §9} 4& AFE§THI].

PR
C,N—'lthS-[f—j -O.64j|><10‘3

5

ojdf k, & AA NEo|2A 150X10°mE 71E
o2 & e ARMIGY. # AFME B8 4
Me] kB 150%x10° o2 TUs) 1 4
&t

(3) B7IAY Cyp AIA FUFIIAHY 18idle
29 )& AREF

CM=0.001><%T



34

(4) 54 wel J=aIE vhAgo o iF
ol HAF Al Cy s v#E Tz 713t o
& A& AR

wr, =(t+O.04)+(wTM —1_0,04).(_"§_J

olwf 0.04= ete] &< sl & &Y.

(5) z2Hy HEF L A= =29 i
A o] ol REE T}

(6) FEFALAT t 4 AN HREE Nee A=EH
£ FAF

(7) 919} Zo] 78 F4Y50] AHRe AAA thE
73S wbiH FAAF Aw st ARV #3ASF
Cue &2 59 84S Cp & WS F3AF
Cy s AHgsla] 4 gt

19813 ITTCHM = B4AISF F3 o Prohaskad)
W B £ AL Y FY FRAFE
AL o S AeE 5553 Foll O] power-iden-
tity2RE T3, olg slHF FHASF Cyp & &
AL AorstgtH5]. 19843 ITTCAME 19784
ITTC Aol AA &8 A LAFHRE st &
PA-AA FFAAAR] @ 5 URE AL, A
2 2N BEF FHAFES B2 v} 6]
19879 ITTCoOM v Az 2deis} Az
BEEA S I ol &dle 5 olA7x] Hetd U<
zgele £A4E Z2IWE HFIACHT]. 19909
ITTCAMNE ARANAF g HEE 3o =&
uhoh-g 2 AL i8],

TIII%m
cilsay
>

]

aca®>e
i
LY ]

-t ) | ]

van A
('A.)h 21100 " -

i
- -

Fig.1 Derivation of the ITTC roughness allowance C, by
bowden and davison

U], e, olgF, daw, e
3. NN SEHAIRE MY

AM 48 A1 LA sYds FAG sy, 27 &
A Aedd dlHo] Eitsojof gtk £ AN e
AA 48 AlgAo] F83) Q& uithilA =k
2 Hol ALY ML 3R ¥yt /e AS3
2 gsrenz 2R&Er WA gethe 714 o
Y RN BY Y& 45T BEUR
s 2 st mEA M e 713 3
kg HFEAed, B dpdae 271X M 4y
o gloix = 196693 ITTCo 23 Taniguchi 54
WS AL 2[10), TEIHAT Ke JTTC &
A& Mg on(11], ARTUAYAT Cx & 48
Mitsui®] Akishimad FAdA e 4L 214319
©H12].

g A] Wiz} whe 371A 3L oS8T 2ol AlNEA
t}.

AR,

%'pA'CX'AT'K'WZ

o Pt TAUE, Apk U AREe FW
£997, We AES0ITh Ok BRI AYA
F24 BN 29 FYRAT we] dolzRE 2
of et Ke E%9% A2 FUdN AUEY
6 258 o} gevh,

S34e 283 2714 AR, o BE T2
RS (=K, /I B8 aoE Oe 2ol
Axre

_ AR,
ps-(1-t)-V,*- D2

_ PaCx-Ap-K-W?
© 2-ps-(1-t)-V,®-D?

AT

Zede Fate] Wslel e EeAA ;e M
AKq s E2 AT Ao i@ tE 71&7] b2
FE A& Aot ohgat o] AdIT

D-n

AV = _-b—-(_l——';)—AKQI
o|2RE TN e o) Azt FHY A

32 ANgozA A3 FAYEE A

A ok tgog, A4 BEe ¥ F45& we

W2 g AT S T B FaEel, 31 3

sl ubgo] gle FEAHE BE0 & F 23444

Transactions of SNAK, Vol. 31, No. 1, February 1994



FYFEE A% 20U BAY A B8 A7
@Al Eo7t=E A
4. DYM-AM AIMY

AN $YA¢A ARy IAYE 1225
de A& A, A95H 22 HE torque-identi-
tyE AHE3le] 23Ma Ao A8 Ay se 3y
< Bilax s,

AN FANFoERY EQAASTE ULHY 2
o] Alitec},

P,
Ko = DTa 5
2n-pr-nr” - Dy

A71H HA T € AEA 239§ 9|t

o] AlgAA EQAASERE Tady GESY
T E A3l AN E F8la, o] 2RE A|RAA]
MR (1-w; )8 78 5 Ao £ 2P0
RE de dRsEe 44 24 vyl (1-ws)de)
Aol 2R E Th 3 o] WhFH] FYAFE FIG

R FAAF Awe = w - w;

A flo Al eH ELAAFEYE ey dx
S0 AHgdd FYATE Feta, o2 E F
A3 fE%Y 22l AAPAF O & 7E 3
o0 £23 AP RY dL A3 AAYAF
Crs ot} Aol 258 tha3t o] AV £YATE
Nai=)

AR 8% ¢, =C, -Cp

obgel, ALAA BARAS Crp o RYAY A
238 338 wsEe ITTC A7) A+E Al
& WAYAS Or, 2HE 3} Ro| AV AT E
Fa},

AA7] A C,, =Cr, - Cy,

E@ A 2N WYEAT BYAY ARy o
gHE0 el F3E A4 AgEAe) v2HE of
3} go) FA5RALE PR

£ $34% =£ﬁ

Dy

KOEAVRIARTUR 318 B1W 1994% 28

G AR Z2d3 g 2YAY e
HH S dal 238 44 AdFH vy
B 33 Zo] A fATE 7.

T3 2& Wgo g power-identitydl] 23 A
FHATE OS3 go] @

FAYA Yo &8 HAF $HAF ¢, =R

e
5. 4N AIRE xR

B e A8d AN A1 Hdeke 2% 33
2olx, 3 s e ZAsldeiel Tl g G
M A EAE FY31Pons B 3640 Aled A
5 AHgslg). o] WiEL EF AxMo g Fo
150m ol/4el ©@3Aeln] 1983 o]F o] RHAY
o] #3E AR rhed A4 Tzt BYEAE A9
zzdeel FUg A0 e

Fig. 2o A&d A 363 g do|(E+2
o )B X, ZHo|-ZFu] &Y EZ-RFITyu] BE W)
HASF, GAAFe EEE AA0. wie Hole
170m %€ 320m 747 2§ §XHo] glont Wiy
HATE 0.5 £33 0.8 #3d d5Hoz B¥so
=3

Ao Al A AFRES dlAstd ZHH-AH SEA
& Aw,, Cs ., Cp,Cxn, Cnp. Car, ACr. BEE Y
Qo0 wivitie] HFE Asld te B4
BT A7 ACE, € HY TR AHE &
& ARANAFel g 3 o))

6. RYM-JN NEAISH R

36709 £3PA & AHE FAHE A7) 9
3 A FEEME FHHUS, Table 1 Al 2 2
FH2A APuse FBAFES BFEN FEUA,
agln AFE e AuAE AUY. 971N FaA
g ¥ BABA NG FBATE TEH, R
A4 ZuAFes e 9nle] Folrt

A9l 23 7kedl Cp, Cy . Cnp o HdA S BE
H2HE 1984 ITTCOlM HEZ Bl T4 9] AFe}



36

LW

L,

125,000
150,000
175,000
200,000
225,000
250,000
275,000
300,000
325.000
350,000

OCOOO0O0OOCO

.

O0.0000000Q x

o3 e 00 1A
(111171}

I WIN NI DY bt e O
ARAWS
000
LI I N T O A A N O |

-150,000
~-175,000
-200,000
~225,000
-250,000
=-275,000
-300.000
-325.000
-350.000
~375.000

Ny RBAMDNNN
. .
™
n
<

LI R I T T S S A A |

=2RANNEEWWN
L4
<
(=]

=1 -1-T-T-Y-F-X_7-}
-3
(=3
(=4

OOOPOOO@OO
€9 &9 09 0 DD B A = e e
ONRWO -3¢ VNN
OOOOO0O0O0O00O

O WD

-
ONUWOWINANND

O N U O U

Lol ol
ChWWOOrNOO

COOENAINIINLO

: 5 10 15

+ : : :

} et :

| —— :

! ——— i+

 — : P

| e—— : :

! ——— :

(- : : :
10 20 30 40 50 60

: 5 10 156

+ : : :

| e— — : .

 ————

! — :

: e— : :

 emm—— : :

! —— : :

| — :
10 20 30 40 50 60

: 5 10 15

i : : :

: ———— * w— :

C— G v :

: : + :

: o : + :

} eomm— +

| —— :

| —————

: e— :

- : :

: 10 20 30 40 50 60

: 5 10 15

+ : : :

+ H : :

* em—t w— : :

H— +: : :

: +3 : :

: *: : :

‘o— ¢ : :

 e—

! N E——————————— '

: 10 20 30 40 50 60

: 5 10 15

IS : : :

* —tem

| ee——

| e——— +

| ————

| ————

} — :

} e—

: 10 20 30 40 50 60

Fig.2 Histogram of hull form characteristics
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Table 1 Correlation matrix of the 12 variables with 36 trials

L, L/B B/T Cs k Aw Cac

G G Co Ak

Correlation Matrix

1.0000 -0.2101 0.1183 0.3706 -0.2452 0.4496 -0.1922 0.0379 0.3726 0.3881 -0.5516 -0.5190 | Lw
1.0000 0.5594 -0.7764 0.4221 -0.0568 -0.0708 -0.0538 -0.0479 -0.0118 0.0052 -0.0837 ] L/B
1.0000 -0.5136 -0.6388 -0.0044 -0.1485 -0.1607 -0.0697 -0.0028 -0.1901 -0.2074 { B/T
1.0000 0.3280 0.1619 0.1613 0.2433 0.2216 0.1078 0.0051 0.0851] Cs
1.0000 0.3821 0.4316 0.2046 -0.1950 -0.3738 0.4762 0.4887] k
1.0000 -0.5592 -0.0008 0.7847 0.9821 -0.6526. -0.6503 | Awq
1.0000 0.8107 0.0493 -0.5494 0.9234 0.9269| Cac

1.0000 0.6025 0.0161 0.6693 0.6667 f Ce

1.0000 0.7989 -0.1087 -0.1113} Cy
1.0000 0.6213 0.6277] Cp

1.0000 0.9907| Car
1.0000 | ACsc

24557 59127 4.3226 0.7518 0.2139 0.0209 -0.0332 1.0019 1.0068 1.0065 0.2279 0.1004
5415 05214 1.3786 0.0992 0.0512 0.0510 0.1464 0.0605 0.0253 0.0197 0.1748 0.1762

Mean
Standard Deviation
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Table 2 Comparison of correlation coefficients between various samples

Corr. Mean Standard Corr. C.  Corr. C. Corr. Mean Standard Corr. C.  Corr. C.
Factor Deviat. for Ly, for k Factor Deviat. for Ly, for k
All of 36 Trials 20 Trials in Ballast Condition
Awg 0.02089  0.05099 04496 -0.3821 | Aw, 0.02340  0.04687 0.0738  -0.3199
Cac -0.03322 0.14643 -0.1922 0.4316 || Cac -0.05760 0.156382  -0.0382 0.3153
Cp 1.00192 0.06051 0.0379 0.2046 ! Cp 0.99310 0.06474 -0.0281 0.0476
Cx 1.00683 0.02525 0.3726  -0.1950 || Cy 1.00615  0.02665 0.0356  -0.2075
Cwp 1.00650 0.01970 0.3881 -0.3738 || Cp 1.00765  0.02045 0.0270 -0.3344
Cr 0.22786 0.17479 -0.5516 04762 Cq 0.19790 0.16913  -0.3822 0.3412
ACy 0.10036 0.17620 -0.5190 0.4387 }| ACxc 0.06605 0.16926  -0.2915 0.3082
16 Trials in Full Load Condition All of 33 Trials without Large Propellers
Aw, 0.01775 0.05715 0.7289  -0.6505 || Aw, 0.02548  0.05030 0.5506  -0.4435
Cuc -0.00275 0.13521  -0.3495 0.5884 i Cyc -0.05182 0.13729  -0.2544 0.5010
Cp 1.01294 0.05479 0.1307 0.2681 | Cp 0.99661  0.06000 0.0515 0.2009
Cy 1.00769 0.02421 07317 -0.4213|} Cy 1.00739  0.02623 0.4253  -0.2258
Cwr 1.00506  0.01930 0.7466 -0.6134 1| Cyp 1.00855  0.01904 0.5030 -0.4523
Cr 0.26531 0.17990  -0.7083 0.6627 || C; 0.20961 0.16939  -0.6049 0.4983
ACyc 0.14325 0.18061 -0.7258 0.6972 | ACsc 0.08082 0.16994 -0.5866 0.5274
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