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Abstract

The author proposes a stand point to formulate the boundary value problem
of a floating ship as a limit of a submerged body in the theory of the wave-
making resistance, because there is an analytical difficulty on the cross curve
around the ship surface with the water surface in the former but not in the
latter, and he says that the solution of this problem may not be unique.

In this stand point, he tries to study the second order correction to the
ship surface condition.

He introduces the reverse flow potential to write down the integral equa-
tion to determine the ship surface condition in a symmetrical way, and alse
dees the diffraction potential to obtain the equivalent formula to Haskind-
Hanaoka's,

Lastly, he shows the asymptotic expansion of Neumann funection at in-
finity making use of this diffraction potential.

1. Intreduction

There are two boundary conditions in the theory of ship waves, that is, the water
surface and the ship surface condition, and we have satisfied with linearized condition
because we apply the linearized water surface condition in usual.

Meanwhile, the second order corretion, especially for the water surface condition, ig
purely non-linear and very difficult to estimate it theoretically and also numerically, but
for the ship surface condition it is not non-linear mathematically but it is a problem of
linear integral equations for the boundary value problem of Laplace equation.

Hence, there is only a numerical difficulty in the latter case. This paper deals with
the formulation of thiz problem.

In the other hand, there must be a parallelism between the theory of ship waves
of the uniform motion and the oscillating motion. For example, the diffraction potential
plays an important role in the oscillating motion.

How we can state its equivalent in the uniform motion problem? This is also the
aim of this paper.
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458 M. BESSHO

2. Floating Ship

Let us consider a water motion around a ship in a uniform flow which has a unit
velocity and is flowing down to the negative direction of the x-axis.
Here, tzke the origin on the mean water level and the z-axis vertieally upwards.
Let ¢(x, ¥, 2) be the velocity potential of the disturbed water motion except the uniform
flow, then it must satisfy the water surface condition
o a 8\,
g ——— g 1,0 =0 2.1
(55 +905— 55 JB@ 1. 0) (2.1)
where ¢ means the gravity constant in this unit system and ux Rayleigh’s frictional
coefficient which must be tend to zero after the operation, and the ship surface condition

7] or
G sz, y, 2= —2E S. 2.2
n #lx, y, 7) on " (2.2
where n means the outward normal of the surface and S the ship surface.
This problem is very diffieult to solve, but, in the other hand, the potential which
satisfies the water surface condition and has a unit source is well known, say the fund-
amental singularity, that is,

1 1 g T oo ek(z+=')+ik(m—m'}dkd0
48P, Q) = ——=—*-1 : . 2.3
=P, Q) * T o= “ir?ﬂ SHJD kcos?@—g+micosd 23)
where
P=(z,9,2), Q=" y' 2, r=PQ, 7=PQ, Q=(w', y',—2').
and &=z cos f+ysinf, &' =2’ cos #-+y sin 4.
At infinity, it has next asympototic characters,
S(P, Q)— L(i+l_) for z>z, (2.4)
e\ 7
S(P, @y—28,(P, Q) for z<La', (2.5)
where
S,(P, Q):_g_ Szlz ey(:-l-;'}seczﬂ{eigseczﬂﬁ—&')_e—igsecze(ﬁ—a’)) sec? gdg, (2.6)
41 —nf2

Making use of this function, by Green’s theorem, it can be shown that

¢<P):E§ F{sﬁ(Q)—a%S(P, Q- g%s}dse,

§+F

where F means the water surface out of the ship, by the way, F means the water plane
area of the ship.
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“On the Boundary Value Problem in the Theory of Wave-Making Resistance” 459

The integral over F is deformed the one on the line C which is the eross curve of
the ship surface S with the water surface F, making use of (2.1) it becomes

sp=|] {oomse @-2slas,

+ ;7 Sa{sﬁiQ)b%S(P, Q)—Ség,'sb}dy’, @.7)

The second term of the right hand side does not appear in the case of the submeged

body, and is considered as a special difficulty with the floating ship.»2o®
Now, since the surface elevation is

Cl, )= — 3— 2@y, 28)

this term may be interpreted as the correction term for the change of the wetted surface
of the ship from the mean one."® In fact, that change can not be estimated before
golving this problem.

There must be also some indeterminancy like as in the case of the surface glider
which is very much like the wing.

Thence, this term seems to show such indetermirancy, that is, the present boundary
value problem may be not sufficient with (2.2).

A ways to detour this diffienlty is to
assume the ship as a limit of the sub-

merged one as showing in Figures.

Figure (z) is a real ship, &) is a ) b
doublet layer over the ship surface under
the mean level, (¢) is a source-sink layer
and (d} is a limiting submerged body with
a rigid water plane which tends to the

mezan water level.

The boundary condition becomes re- ce) ()
spectively FIGURES
¢ 8
bnl = ou|. Sle—bls=n  for @), (2.9)
_ o9 ¢l _
¢|S—'¢|S—1 an st an S—m g for (c) (2 10)

and SS odS=0,
4

9¢_ Oz
o "bn on § and F, for (d) 211
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460 M. BEssHO

where S; means S itself or the outer surface of the ship and S_ the inner surface.
These problems may have unique solutions as a limit of the submerged body, but it
is not evident that these solutions are the same one.
However, it may be correct at least to say that the difference between them and a

correct solution, if it exists, has a representation as like as (2.7) and the boundary con-
dition

06 _

B on S, (2.12)

Thus, if the analogy to the gliding surface may be permitted, the question which is
a compatible solution may be answered by inspecting whether the weigt and moment of
the ship will be balanced to the hydrodynamical buoynaney or the water flow around a
water line will be physically acceptable.

Namely, all of these problems are of the second order? and it is difficult in general
to treat it as a whole.

Fortunately for the usual displacement ship at a moderate speed, this weight unbal-
ance could be considered as small numerically and the water flow condition would not
raise a serious difficulties.

Hence, the case (d) iz taken up for the following treatment but the results obtained
will be applied for other cases.

Then, the potential can be represented as

¢{P):SL+F{¢(Q)£;LS<P. - 2slas, (2.13)

3. Boundary Value Problem

Let us consider the artificial water motion when the trailing wave direction is re-
versed and ¢* be its veloeity potential, the reverse flow potential,®® then it can be re-
presented as follows:

¥z, 4, 2) = S SS+F{¢*(Q)%S*(P,Q)—g—g*S*}dSo, @1

where S* means the unit source potential and its regular wave must be lie in the
upper stream, then it may be taken as

S*(P, Q)=8(Q, P), 3.2)

where S will be defined by (2.8), because it has the necessary conditions from (2.4) and
(2.5).

Clearly, the difference between them becomes to
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“On the Boundary Value Problem in the Theory of Wave-Making Resistance" 461

S(P9 Q)'—S*(P, Q):zss(P: Q); (3'3)
or they can be written as

S (P, _ :

S Q)}fsc(P, Q=S(P,Q) (3.4)

and S, is an even function in (z-2') and S, an odd.
The boundary condition of ¢* is assumed to be

9 ¥ = —..6_95: _8z ) Sand F, (3.5)

Corresponding to {3.4), the next partition is possible.

Fof = £t 3.6)
and their boundary conditions must be
aqj", — a‘iﬁa _ _,63; 3
on =0, on = "o on S and F, 3.7

where ¢. is an even function in x and ¢, is an odd when S is symmetric with respect
to the y-z plane, but it has not always necessary to have such symmetry.
The explicit expressions of ¢, and ¢, are as follows:

fe= S SH@%& S+ S L+F(¢., é%s. - %‘2 s,)ds, 3.8)
ol ], asan

Putting (3.7) into these formula, and tending the argument point on the surface S
and F, they compose the system of Fredholm’s integral equation of the second type.
Then it must have a unique solution.

In the other hand, the potentials have a regular wave system in the far down stream,
that is, from (2.5), (3.2) and (2.13), (3.1),

; 0o 08¢
P — 2“8”(9:53”3. anS.)dS, (3.10)
_ UL
(P — 2SES+F(¢*€MS, ans,)ds, 3.11)
Qr
#P) — 2 g’ 18P, O)H(O)— ol P,O)H(O)}sec’6ds,  (3.12)
€0 2mt ) _:p
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462 M. BessHo

P)—> "L"Sm So( P, YH *(8)— go( P, ) H (0} sec® 6d86, (8.13)
230 2r )_cp
where
¢0(P’ a):egzsac29+igsec265' (3.14)
RIS CRT I Log (PR 3.15
H*(o)f_“m (¢*)an N % (8.15)

Dividing these into two parts, it can be written by (3.6),

g(f()a) }: + HA8)+ H.(6), (3.16)
Hc(3)=§SS+F(¢c ¢0-Q¢_'=) SLTF on el ®.17)
H.(a):ggﬁ (¢, = oo ¢.)ds (3.18)

Especially, since ¢. is even in x and ¢, odd if S i3 symmetric in fore and aft then H.
is real and H, is imaginary, so that

H¥0)=—H(#)=—H({@+x), (3.19)

4. Diffraction Potential'"

To proceed further, it is convenient to introduce here potentials ¢q and ¢* as follows:
*a—‘;ba(P 0):--6—¢d*{P ﬂ):———a*tﬁo(P & on S and F, (4.1)
on ! an ’ on ’ !

Since ¢, stands for the plane wave advancing with the uniform flow, we ecall it the
diffraction potential in analogy with the oseillating problem.

$: has a regular wave in the negative side of the xz-axis but ¢;* in the positive side.

Firstly, it can be easily seen to be, by Green’s theorem,

SSS’+F(¢3%¢d* _g—:: ¢d*)d82§58”(¢* $a — ag” ¢d)dS 0, (4.2

because ¢ and &.* have their wave in the different side.
Then, putting (4.1) and (4.2} into (3.15), it can be shown to be

20 1. oo+ (2

In the other hand, since

—232—



“On the Boundary Value Problem in the Theory of Wave-Making Resistance" 463

Sgs+r(xa%¢o_ ¢°g—:)d8:0’ 44
(3.15) also may be written in the form -
AL e (s

Moreover, since these are equivalent to, for example,

i} i)
H(g)= + ) Gg— hy——
(€7) SLH'{(:E &) —o— o (az+¢)}dS )
if the potentials can be represented by the source-sink distribution, that is,

the difference of {%ﬁ&}:—a

SR Iy -

the integral can be taken around the source, and we may obtain

on S and F (4.6)

H(ﬂ):“ AP)éo(P, a)dS,,:“ oa*(P, O)zdSr , @7
S+F S+F
In fact, for the thin ship, the first approximation is well known to be
o= 0%
on

(4,8)
oa* =dd=i¢u
on

then, putting this into (4.7), these formula are clearly consistent with (4.4), and also
it is equivalent to the next volume distribution by Green’s theorem :

Ho)= m 9 dadyde—2ig sec a“ (@, D)evectorizsectndy (4.9)
» Oz 3

where D means the displaced volume of the ship, S the projection of S on the z—z
plane and 5(x, z) the half breadth of the ship surface.

Secondly, making use of (4.1) and (4.2), the sum of two formula of (4.5) can be
shown to become

2H,(0)-——H(6)—H*(5)=§ L”(qsd -ggi—- qs%m)ds , (4.10)

Deforming the surface of the integration, it is equal to

He(e):%SSi:(ﬁﬁd%?S—qﬁ-gth)dmdy .
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464 M. BEssHO

Since ¢; has also an asymptotic expansion like (3.12) as
xfE

64(P, o)—-aij ’

. 16o( P, 8 H (0, 6)— 6o P, ) H6, 8"} sec? §'dg’ , (4.11)
2 €0 2mi Jepe

where

Ha#, 6)=HA0, a')=§§ F{W, a)j—nm(P. 0)— 9P, 0) 2 4u(P, a)}ds , (412)

8§+

After a lengthy manipulation, it can be shown that

HM):%SW, LH (6" HL(8, 8" — Ha(0, 07 E10) sec? 0'd0" (4.13)

For the thin ship, the approximation (4.8) gives
Hi8, ) =—2¢*sec 8 sec ¢’ SS_ (i, 7)gor et rsecte 1 rigniseedsecd oy | (4.14)
g

Then, if we consider a function such that

w2
0

Pz, t)=(—1)"§ e~t5e™ eog (2 secd) costde ,

=2 (4.15)
Py iz, t):(—l)"g e~t%2% gin (x sect) cos?*4dd ,
a
{4.18) can be written in the form:
Hc(ﬁ):—i—g‘ sec¢ BSHS_ 7w, 2mla’, 2" )PI{glz—=), g | 2+2" |}
g g
% ev=ec aog (g sec Ndxdzdz'dz’ (4.16)

Sinee H, is clearly zero for the first approximation (4.9), this gives the second
approximation and is the different phase component with H, of (4.9).
Lastly, the function P.* is a conjugate to P, function™ with respeet to x, that is,

wis
Py lx, t):(—l)“g e~ gin (& sec &) cos2"@dd ,
o (4.17)
Pysi(z, t)=(—1)"+1s g™ ooy (x sec ) cosntigde
0
so that there exist close expressions with each other, for example,”
Pz, O)=——2Ji(a) , (4.18)
% 1 t
P—Q(O’ t):_Ee UsK!."! (?) ¥ (4.19)
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and
PX(z, t):—ﬁ;r et (| 5 Do 4.20
1 e IR ]} (4.20)
Lastly, as explained at the end of §2, the second order effect is very much complicated,

but it is easy to obtain the correction term from the preceding formulas. For example,
(4.16) is also such cne.

More simpler formula may be deduced from (4.5).

Namely, deforming the integral of (4.5) by Green’s theorem, it becomes the volume
integral as

H(a)zm [(1+ g¢) 2 4ot 2‘3 %? —}-g—j%]dmdydz, (4.17)
for the thin ship,
H(‘”:z” [(1+ 09 )aafc" +—g-f— %f"—]n(a:, 2dzdz , (4.18)

and, for the slender ship,
H(G):S[(1+ )a¢° 99 af’“ ]A(x)dm (4.19)

where A(x) means the sectional area.

Comparing (4.18) with (4.9), the first term says that the doublet strength 7 in %
direction is to be multiplied by (1-+9¢/3x), that is, the local veloeity.

This permits us an intuitive understanding.

The effect of this term is well examined and it gives a good correction for the deep
draft ship,»®

The last term in the integrand gives the correction to the induced vertical velocity
component and its phase is different with the above.

It is already shown in the case of the submerged body that the contribution of this
term is very large,® but such trial in the case of floating ships can hardly be seen.

5. Neumann Function'*
If there exists a Green function N(P, Q) such that
TN (P, @)=0, on S and F (5.1)
Mg

then all the velocity potentials may be written by their normal derivatives as

{2
ap=—{{ N s, 52
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Such funetion as N is called a Neumann function.®:?
Since the singularity of this function at the origin is the same as S(P, @), it may be
represented as

N(P, Q)=8(P, Q)+ AP, Q), (6.3)

with a regular funection A.
Then, it must be by {(5.1)

9 AP Q=—2L-SP.Q) onSsndF, .4
ang aﬂe

In the other hand, it may be assumed because of (3.2) that

N(Q, P=N*P, Q), AQ, P)=A*P, Q), (5.5)
and
¢*(P)="§L+y g—z(mN(Q. PdS,, 5.8)
where it is assumed that
& e i
e 5.7)

Since A is assumed as regular in the domain and its boundary value is given by
{5.4), it can be represented by the same Neumann function as

A(P, Q):SS ﬁ;S(P, RN, QdSz , (5.8)

E+F

Thence, putting (2.4) and (2.5) into the above, it has next asymptotic expansions,

AP, Q=51 062 @,  for z=uedum, (5.9)

3 «
0 J=1

where 7i=xt+y2+22, ®y=2, x,=y and

¢,-*(Q>=§§ 9% N(R, Q)dSx , (5.10)

s+ring

and

w2

A(P, Q)#;%S {$o( P, 0)6:5(Q, 0)— ol P, 6)pa*(@Q, O)} ec* 6d6 ,  for zxr<zr,  (5.11)

—=xf2

Hence, N is also written as

NP, Q==L S nia/ +$4Q),  for zedza, (5.12)
>

27:1"03 =1
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L tg (¥
NP, @=L S

gn['ﬁo(P. 0){34(Q, 8)+ 624(Q, )} — ol P, D){6:(Q, 8)+3.X(Q, 0))] secods ,
for xp<ag, (5.13)

Putting these into (5.2), the asymptotic character of the velocity pobentiai can be
easily deduced, namely,

(P2—os ,5131 zB;  for &»0, 5.14)
where
o 9 .
Bj= SSW % (@t as 5.15)
and
¢(P).='§g;55r_”m{¢u(P, &) H(6)—@o(P, O)H ()} sect 6d#,  for x<0, {5.16)
where
- 94
H(0)= ﬂw 5 (guo)+ga2@NdS , 17)

which is the same but more general one as (4.3).
For the slender ship,

e o .
Bi= SLF 09 s, (5.18)
and especially, if
96 _ _Ox
on n
then
B,=p: the displacement vqume} (5.19)
Bz'=.0:
and
-_(EV_)E(L) 2
o(P)= in Ga\r. ) for 30, (5.20)

6. Conclusion

The second order correction to the boundary value problem of the wave-resistance
theory contains many difficulties.
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In this paper the author tries to formulate its boundary value problem for a float-
ing ship with respect to the ship surface condition as a limit of a submerged ship.

But there is no promise that the solution of this problem represents the water
motion around an actual floating ship, or it seems preferable to consider as that there
may be many potentials satisfying the under water ship surface condition except on the
a crogs line of ships water line with the mean water level surface.

Nextly, the velocity potential consists of two parts by introducing the reverse flow
potential which has the same boundary condition as the above but leaves the wave
system in the reverse direction, the one of which is the same as the one of the reverse
flow but the other of which is different only in the sign.

Thus, the wave system of both potentials is the same except the phase.

Lastly, introducing the diffraction potential, that is a potential diffracting an
elementary plane wave by the ship, the equivalent of Haskind-Hanaoka’s relation in the
oscillating motion can be deduced. Namely, Kotehin function or the amplitude function
can be caleulated by the knowledge of the diffraction potential. Moreover, there is also
the equivalent of the energy integral in the oscillating motion and this gives the difference
between two amplitude functions of the ordinary a  reverse flow potential.

For this formula, it may be possible to estimate the out of phase component to the
first approximation.

These important characters of the diffraction potential come from the fact that
Neumann function of this boundary value problem can be represented asympotitically at
infinity by the diffraction potential.
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