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(4) A Note on Wavemaking Resistance of Catamaran
Tasaki R Tech.Rep.04836.0RA,Univ-0of Michigan, 1962
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(5) On Resistance Tests of Catamaran
Tasaki R. Tech.Rep.04886,0RA Univ.of Michigan, 1963
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(6) The Resistance of Large Powered Catamarans
by H.Turner and A. Taplin ., SNAME Vol. 76,1968
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(8) CATAMARAN HULL-FORM DESIGN
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BHECHUENOHER% LagallyORFWIRL A TR L%, L LZORE 2% DX ERR 20
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12 Ocean Catamaran Seakeeping Design , Based on the Experiences of

USNS Hayes by J.B.Hadler, C.M Lee, J.T. Birmingham and H. D. Jones

SNAME Vol 82,1974
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BREOCAREKTRO»EMNHRL, AR 0° CLTWS, KPRAMEWIERD O X ENPRO O
FHEATNECERMMIN TV S,

EWRL TR BIARO EHR U BEERHEOFEEIHO 2o 0EGHABEI N, ENFHHERCERKO RS
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REEFHETH L EREO B T Table 4 CRT28 FRAIXBHF TS5, KL, KTRAEDLFEL VN
ERBELTWE, CHEATRESMNRINALEOEAEBEOHTRE IR A ARDL TS B LHEATIATH
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Fig. 14 Comparison of Roll Motion in
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Table 4 Impact Pressure
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Fig. 4 Wave Impact Pressure On Bottom
0 i i 3 of Cross Structure in Head Seas,

WATER CONTACT/HR

Canorrion Kaots Pwd Aft Hy C, measured  predicted
Hepyes as built 2 18.0 18.9 9.5 10.3 46.6 45.37 124 120
Heyes with b oll 12 18.7 2.1 8.0 8.9 14.64 23.80 100 4
Model s t . 10 17.5 20.5 19.0 11.0 45.97 44.67 92 93
Model with hydrofoil 10 17.5 2.5 18.5 10.6 33.80 35.80 97 84

Table 8 Roll and Pitch Period

Prrcen

PERIOD, Dirrsmxice,
sec soc
59 1.5
6.4 2.1
5.8 1.2
5.6 1.0
5.3 1.7
4.8 1.4
6.1 2.7
6.1 1.5
6.1 3.8
6.1 1.2
6.1 0.5

0.6
/ RowL
PERIOD,
0.5 CONDITION sec
Measured full ; 7.4
INTOLERABLE guared full seale as
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15 A Method for Estimating Loads on Catamaran Cross —Structcture

by A. L. Dinsenbacher, Marine Technology. oct. 1970
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NOTES: View looking forward from stern
Coordinate system fixed on ship with origin atcenter of gravity (G) of ship
Wave length, Lw = 2(3+8) = 2(S+B)
A is wave amplitude (if 4 negative, crest between hul.]s)
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D is height of wave surface above keel at center plane of hull (also dis-
tance from keel to mean surface elevation)

&(y)is vertical location of wave surface from mean elevation, at transverse

coordinate § ( £ positive in trough)

For wave surface: let £(F)=4 cos——-L
(86+8)
ny
Immersion of hull at § = D-€(y) = D—A4 cos
(8-8)

Fig. 1 ILoading Condition 1
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dy 5570 TEOREEZTI T EEEL T,

3.1.3 »FRAATE O RETES §

FTNT3 L1 TRN AN, HEREOBFEZRMBREHBLCIE, £ O demi — hul | XD KK
OHNRBEFT B LN BETS 5, RIAROERENEEL 7~ — FE034~036 EEETH D, %
7C demi — hul 1IBfRIEL /B2 k& {, B /A3 NI O TEBTHELHEVWERLZTWEOT, &
B OB % BANCGHREERCESWTHEIN 2, BINEHENRRZER T H2ONRNTSS 5,
ZORCDONTHE, TTRHEEI) €L TIRFPR~OEHNES b, BFAHERABLAL TN D,

N LAEOMRERARBEGRE LT b, MELER L ARBLTILENZLTL05,
sectional area curve CB/MNEHEAMBERATIEHC, 7v—n - 51 YBREABLEIBTD T
Hk2 23 VEORREEATHNE TE5 95,

TREPBBELE LT AMMAEL BO AHEFELTO0TH A0 0, 7ux5, RFIVELED
BE CORBILONTE, HRABLTERICAILZS D ET HLELD S,

32 XA ORBEHE

3.21 #HEFEHLIERORTE
K REEOMENRTS 5, ¥ LBREI RS X T 2 CEAT DA MMCTT D BEREREL, > 1%
pay load 1,000~3000t, #HH20k '
Ekho TWnE,

—H Wi & LT OEREESLEL T, ENOBEREL hiEKd) 6~7m, 28 W) 322 mbl
Tit, P #EDieselz oo FRATHZENT HE, demi —ullOME (B) H9~10m ALEE
E-FECY (-

TOLORFEO D LT, 3 10ET LPHERAERE MBS 5 & xB, S8, SEORMKG ABL L
TROL %Y )V —XNEL LA,

: #HHVs (kn)
L B d L B4 Cb - 2mld (total)
PP po/B ,Fn:0.35 Fn=033
K HY 140m 10m 7m 140 1,429 058 25.2 23.8 11,650t
a7y 100m 10m 6ém 100 1667 0.58 21.3 20.1 7,130
PNy 70m 10m 5m 70 2000 058 178 168 4,160t

205 LABMEARANE L TRPLSKETELTET Y, F 2/ B EER 0 HENCK L T
TFTELLS BN B2, RET—25EMTH 00, HMEHRILTREL THEAT 5523 RN
ey, TOEHITEEL I DTH 5B,

L 72t o THE BUET B AU 2 RICEBO T & N T 5o
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Fig. 3.1 ASR-Effect of Hull Gap on 16kn
(Fn=0.329) Total EHP (X#3) XD )

0.3534

Fn

|- Fa=031627 b,
NE R
— F,=0.3530 7§D,
INT LR

B -
~
~
~

o] 0.2 0.3 0.4
Fn

Fig. 3.2 & <r 7ME/ISERBHRNE O
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322 Demi-Hull {3® o itiEH
FINBEZIE L am b FEL, T AMEORBCETLF- 2258 EZCHRIEBEYEBRETO D L,
FHMOFHHAIRO L 5T %5,

Lpp=100m bilge radius « r=2.7m
W = 30m32% &ld322m rise of floory h=0

B (ml1d)=10m Cb=0.58

d (mld)= 6m Cm=0948

A& (MR ESL) =71701 Cp=10612

section area curve X, FLEB5) T > TEX 5N 23 point doublet bulbfIE/NERIEHLRE
@ doublet F A EFAT A E VT 5, doublet PAAHEL LN TWBOILEE 7 ~— M#, Fn=02887
03162, 03536, 040821 LT VS B, HWEAFC LTI AMABERCLS L, Fig-a. 24
TINBTELSBALOEEFR TFn=03162TEHEINANBENBFEHETRLTWEDT, Th
FEHTACE M L7 R YXLEROC p OB BREC HE /EFEFARBOTN EE—KL TV E WD
Ty, & LTHREB¥EID sectional area curve & doubletDA & Z—XKI ¥ (Z/FIECHD L
e T3 ), BMEBRETRBERECER TELBIELTT - %o

Fn=03162TstEIN 7B AERIEIME D point doublet OEIL £=001017 5% bhz,
LZadisTy ThENRES) LR—OFETRME Ga0 s 25 1 oR&HA4TEBE 2122 &, &
BO¥EN 1.91me % b, COWAKOFLE F.P. B E+DOKEXL Ar. p./Am=0200 &%
by FEECKEZ bulb ZRHOTECHED, LPLIZDOL SCKEL ull iE B/ dD I WRAKOEE
EMEE 0 DOEDLAE O CHERDTHC LN L, I5LETHHHEEEDE L LD % DA E WL bulb
BEFLLAEWEZBL GNAN D, BROCEAF  p /Anr=010& |7, bulb DEMEL 2% Lpok L %o

T ARERRE, KO BHHEHEMCRICEFNWT

10,550P5 x210 ™™ x 24

ERFEL, ThitT 57 5 = 558+ % clearance ©H 5 THREBICINE 2 X 5 HEL 720
REMR hanging type & L. AEHIRE% 1#E2% b AR /LppXd=1/60 & L%,

A BT T B SHEDEN % Fig. 3. 3 R 25, LI Ho 90%rating 25% sea margin
(8T HHEETIH 2 Okn 23F R B ETEE % 5 TV B,

L EDFETC 3 E STk LU 7o R SOHRH 1T ZFEE% 3.3 CFEF,

3.23 Rolling B#o %5t
FH D rol ling FIDRA 217 9 7200, ERED # LUFOELE (H52X) *KROBIEEL %o %
K LAHRD frec board (deck clear height) #ZFEHR, Wk4) OHELLBML T35 ms Ly, ABRO
depth(D) %#9.5m& | 7,
BEERSH ¥y #  HELEHT (KQ)

leight weight 0.625 4,481t 094D

FO, FW & BW 0.125 896 t 0.3D

cargo 0.250 1,793t 15D (212571000~ 1200%)
& &t 1.0 7170t 1.0D

COLOSCLTKG=95m%{b, ~HATHD demi —hull O BT X - TE S h Z23HEK AT
D ARIRREL Cw=0732TH 505, FHR, HAkd) OWELRORR S LU Fig.3.4 DBEE
RArYCTrolling Bz 22 & T ) 2,
Cw B2 1 (W—B)?
=—"" 4 (3.1 M= . - ——  +0.06 (3.2
Cw+Ch ) BM=~cp v 3 B? ) )

KB
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Fig.3.3 A5 (EHP) AR (FER)



K/W=0.55 & {R5E LABED rol ling A% Table 3. 2R3,

B 0T ER BRRAEWE 322m, 30m,

28mé BR TT-> AU RO T LR OLWANSINWELY

rol ling BRI K EC % b, WHAMEE LR LWHBIC % B, LA L BUCHEESERE LIW A BT 502
ETFHIC L B BB AT B0, BEORBRERODLEN S5, LAH>T—IEW=3 Om¥%
AfpoemEs LTREL, ABERBCWELEL I TEORELRET 5T L L 2\, Table 3.2K
E2% bh B rol ling B8 2 sec L EIHRBLHO AL LB TIEITEDL L ICEDLNBOT, HXE
NI EAEREL LW ETH TS B,
Cw % B3¢ 2BMAEBAL rol ling BEEL LM 525, vessel type DRECENWTILCw OB
CLRFA2S b, BLWIC demi — hull ® body plan ZEHL T4 2 &, BEOKRE THANERICw
=065 BEMNTREZL-,TWS, LHL—FHC0L 9%2REI L TEWT 2 damping /M2 (%D
DT, FOEREHREL (S ERETET AT 2, £EL L TTable 3.2 Cw=0.650FED
rol ling BAZ POl TVD, Z YL CZOHACw OHER 3 & S BLEBI KGOEUIEHL TS,

Table 3.2 HEEO Rol ling EHBiHEE
w 322m 30m 28m
Cw 0.732 0.65 0732 065 0.732 0.65
KG 9.5m 9.5m 9.5m 9.5m 9.5m 95m
GMgp 210m 17.8m 16.2m 135m 122m 9.9m
TRV g W 427 465 470 515 524 579
Rol ling A#A Tgr 7.7 sec 8.4 sec 8.2 sec 9.0 sec 8.9 sec 9.8sec

T Va/w

Tr: Natural Roll Period

K © Tiansyerse Gzrad[ns
Q
A
PR
S,
5 |- \/f-' 7,
R
A
soe s/
. 0,
o s
4~ Py
/
. 7/
/,/ /
4
/)
3 ,//
1/ 7
L | |
16, | 2
W/GH

Fig. 3.4 EMRBIBRABRTRS bh 2EHRol ling AP

(x#k4) L b)




33 BREBEBLVT T oRT DS

331 BHREOHEE

RS TROONABRBEBHGEE 7v— 4 S4vBRERLELTZ 2T > 27 %7 Fig. 35,
Fig 3. 6iCRT I 9 2 MEBERHE KBREERE L URHIB N

TORRE L THLN ZIRERKILCE =0580, Cp=0612, Cy=0948, £cb=+1381%
Lpp T, EHEEE ErE2 hHEL TV 5,

BAOEH %#Table 3.3 KT T,

MRtk Sa 7L LTy KE3 f=10%, BHEL=20% Lpp BKEEI  dpy,, =075 T
%2,

REMRA <Y F—BTLy, CEIIREDRKELET, 25%L PP LLTWE,

ik, TuRIQF, T2 YT I REM0253D & L 7%,

fEd ~> ¥ 7fET, TOMRE X URIME BCOWTH, XEET SEC L TRO L 5 KEDR

REERRL=160, ~~5>2K=030
B = 0.20, #MHEL=070

MERKIE Fig-3.7 CRINTHE,

Eny % —nIBRARTEDLNS T L TOTTniin,

COBERIIFEBEFOT 2+ 37 20T, BOFOEBOT & v EXTLEBED T 2105 LB
B0 SEESFETIHEAREL TR EFR 2 TEZATREZ2ENT 52 L0 L7,

AFIHOFCONTOFETER10) ZRALE, BEEL LT20m COHWEZBLTHFTRIVEN
5z LT, AROBBRTOESHELEL, F.P.CH) 2% T 650m, T RIESEICET 5 clear
water height %3.5mé& L %,

BATHBRAOBEERE LT, XEZERELELLEZNOT, BEFOKRD 20 LE#:5
FEOTHEEITOTLEEL, RBROLPTWVWERIL L C9.5mOEI LA L, ZOmE% RIFE

RAOTEE Lo

332 FaxR>5mEt
TRNSHRETOFHL L TEL LN REIT, BEEBAL LT, MCRTI10550BHP X2, 210
RPMOBOENE LT 2175kt BFEI N %,
AMEROHEME LTH, EROBHEZRCANT, t=016, ws =0.184, 75 =10% L7,
TSt LT 48T, D=39m, ag=070 LUTC% 5T ENnHFEIN
HEOFHTT o R5%EHETo s, D=390mE 5L ag078 LEBIEND L 2DT,
ag €070 WHEFT BB D=40m & LTHRIHET - %0
TOMRBONAZ 70 50 BH % Table 3.4, WRIX%Fig- 3.8 T3,
MROCE agiZ 071 ETFA— <~ LT, 0718L% 5> TWW52, COMETHRTHTELL 7o



Table 3.3 MEOIFER

LENGTH BETWEEN PERPENDICULARS (Lpp)
BREADTH

DEPTH

DRAFT (DESIGN)

RADIUS OF BILGE CIRCLE
Cy

Cpga

Car

Cp

Cpa

Cpr

Cw

Cwm

Lcb (Lpp%)

Table 3.4 Zo~X>QIFEH

DIAMETER

BOSS RATIO
PITCH(CONST. )

PITCH RATIO

EXPANDED AREA RATIO
MAX. BLADE WIDTH RATIO
BLADE THICKNESS RATIO
ANGLE OF RAKE

NUMBER OF BLADES
BLADE SECTION
DIRECTION OF TURNING

MODEL ACTUAL
45000 100000
04500 10000
04500 10000
0.2700 6.000
01215 2700

0.580
0613
0547
0612
0647
0578
0742
0948
+1381

MODEL ACTUAL

18000 MM 4000 M
018

16340 MM

09080

0.7180

04060

00500

10.00

4
MAU-TYPE
HANDED
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4. FENMHMBICE T LR

41 ¥ A B &

BARfRE BAFRERE LEL T 20, TEBEIBCERINTVWERE FREH LIGHIAT
B, L LTh bld, BHREREC KR INEO M S0 -, 70 T, EEMEEO M Gl EEAE &
OEBNZIOCEY, KAWL EEEEEORRIITEDN D LS Tk o KORFEEDTETHS,

R CRa%ZBEEERTL L, MROCEEEROBAOFHEBE LA THE R 62 Wi * Okt
45 demi — hul | HAERE) IEH A RANCE 52 & b ELbNB, COLO %, FUHAdemi —
hul | % $OREM U HHRIMN) OBy, HEOTRHBHROBHMCE > TE b, 3D0HHT
EEEZREHR bh B, ‘ ' B _

O —DMEE O R A RBC KRB IN ZEEOh CHE EOHREVEEL % b, B ZHEL
TabhTnb, COWMEROFIE LT, Tumer ZL, 700 feet DFFRMMAKRETE 230 feet OB K
EhiR (ASR) ORECHEL TEBINAMREERE L 7% COWRTRBFHEMHERI N, IBIHRIR
B oRBABR O RrmitIh tw 3,

RPN OH L WICHD 8 E LT, SRR IR EENHE BRERANWS R TWE, TEIER
REBXSKDRE, £—<—2 57 P TELL ERILL TWB 2, Mffi, BHET—HILLECHEEE
BA TND, [E%7% BRI B EM LG A & ABYLIC S5 S 5 720, BERIMRILF roude 0.7 LI LD
over — hump operationTTFE ZHAUED LWABE R IV EWHRELTAVLOh 350k TOD
R, EEO R & R Y EREHOREBO LBEHE DLW REROTEHEL W, FHCHREH O =
TEROBENIEL (G 22 0%, EUFLDBENTS 5, CDL 5 % BHER OAZEHFIHF ry
(2FBIC L - THE IR TWE,

FECIFR XA ED B3 DA EF L LT, SWATH (Small —Waterplane — Area Twin —Hull ) Blk#%
KEFARCH O RO MR EIRT 5T L5 TR 2, SWATHIR RO TR & IZ R 225, DTNSRDC
© Pien (3h Lin (4)id SWATHREDO $ TRIFNE % —BACHRE L FE6FLO Bok g B ST 5 L3t
@ Bk @ demi— hull YRS % B NOFEE, &tk HECTFHEOZ W demi — ll @REz &
TR, EERE BB %o

FPRE, AE DR BAAR I N BB, EEHAERED —8E LT, Riifidemi — ull OIS
LOZREHD L 5L T HIOTLE2, BIRGECREINTVE DT, ERINOBCEEL % 5B
DR feE X UEBH 2 ZL HOREE HECL TW» 5,

FF SR SR RIS © HEAE HHE OB JRIC 13, SEEOME & FIRR, i S5 & K PO T REBHL O 2 D O U8
BERX DN oo KLy IR MOTAR EAOTRA, HEE DIEIC +1F 5 REFR E 7212 3 KITHER
JEEERRC 2 IS OM B AT T <, Th LB C REEFHCH B RERORE £ 831 2T g % &
Vo TORRELUL demi — hull MOBHCE 2FBEN T 2b b demi — hull B Y OJfth O FEiFx
CELEEHD T, COBMS DETE BEO HEAFROEEE % =

T OFREIUL, potential HOMEL L THLB 3OTE22 00, GHEHL ORI ERTEAZ W
Ay ChXGOMBEL L THEEHRD %\ BN &R EHIC OV Tty IO BIRPRFIRO 7+ — 708
KT LT3 30, ML ET 302 BRTHRI LML LW EEL TWE,

FHETTEINDMREOTELNN #F ig 4. 1 ORI % T OWRERIHAE O E&LO—>0 step
EFEZD L Bdemi — ul | DRBIULCE 5T IR £ /T 2BBES 0 kD step &Ly TH &
ML THEEMAEZSRE THBME | KO step & L 7o B Oy X FRE 23738 & L 2508 IRE 4
RoNnD T EpEE Lz, BENCGAIND L SIC A B AREO I TR B Bbh b,



FE XI5 DR 3

DR
Demi — hull f3%
O Rt (R << BEMBOMBBREE
(Thin — ship theory)
IR/
step
B} R O B < HIBLERDHR
_J
B 3R 9F X FR
MERBEE #—
E BE O E
L |
F I o 1R
=R R — -
%h 5 & B step
Hess, Smith ==
Ber 55tHE
Demi—hul ) fAR! DR 5> A3 FR
-
DYE 5376 O 15 Lo FEA1Y
1t OB )
BRI ERC T B FF
SRR s © 7 —
PRNE-
LT Al T AR 2k
RO EHE step

Fig 4.1 JEa#NARMRHIEO BRI K



42 FEPHOVHILICLDINFERBOXR

~Lin (4L thin ship ZHHEE LT, 1 D source AHHEEL TFOLHAHCEELZEET 32 10D
doublet 241 (doublet A EEIPICIIER I N TWVD) (L L, THRIN D BRK E—RECHN, FEx
FMLORREBETHEOLL % ZMEDORD (camber)DEMH (no — cross; flow assumption) %Ki
oo ¥ 72 Pien (3 Al source A ED D, demi — hull A 2 ML L THRBEHEL, ThiCt >
TH LN 5 R % Bl O BB & %4 7o L ind BT O WA 5 0 —F roude OB EC B TW5H DT
BEOARITIELL T B, '

M5)d, KE ZBER & L ABE. [ source A4 % d DBAKEKDOH RS KE & OBEREC X - TE T i
F % o BENEC X 5> TH N7, TORIED Pien OS5 EFUNE £ 8% JIRK AT 2 5245, Ok
RIC X 2 & DL O B, source AL HHEMPEET— DD canber line TR o> TEHI R BLE[F
CEhEH 2 b, MEREBLIEHRL 2N E bt b, IEEENC X 5T HON 5 FREMNE % Pig. 4.
20CRL % '

Fig 4.2 O FEMHMICIIIREITCAL TH 58, STEBRC L L, ZORMRBRTHFH LTV EL 5K
demi — hut | DA &SI KIIGT 3 MR HATH10 O B BN IE 40— L T b fioh A5 Bt 2
N7T Edib b, COCEEFigddCRLA,

2 7 BEMLICHE O iR BLOFE (destorsion ) DFIZE, WA Fo## (L by b ERFEHFR) % fHhiC

Fig-4. 4 {UR L7 CORNL, AR badi SR X O O midship section 552/}??/?&& LT\ T OREOXIFRES
LAMENRDO demi ~ il ONE, By I Bo OE(ERLAIOT, [EBICLME (Bi+Bo ) ©
AR L 7o TOMD S DI R2 BIRIC I 22 &, demi — hull QL83+ THIC % 22 Epsbo
P : o ‘
Cho 0T Ep by, RIATEHEDOR W demi —hull 2R, REHOREC I - T BEEREE KD I 5
EFTHEHREOHMIEL, demi — hull 25BIKRT 3 2 HED source FHEEEL L CONREEL Ik
BERACE 5 TRONE—IEERIN BT LdbD b, TRIOHFETHELASL camber line X Lin @ &t
FUC L% no — cross — flowDEMHC L5 camber line. (TN DO T2 T EHBFEIN B,

LD L% ALy LEEOEFIEEMBENC B3 DTS D, Pieny Lin® 5TEF] & X HEHA RO R
EXRE LTWE0T, REESLZ DBEMIEIN TWE, AN TAEOEPRIMGE %R & L AKH
RCHREWCIGAT B CHE, 2 BT 20 BO35MERL 2 {, BRHZZDIBIN TW 2,

L7725 Ty COPRTHEREE L DRI OIESFLO R 2K B8R TRED % 43 HE LD Hik £k
HT B, CORDCHLBLFHET 079 2 2 ELELBELRMOBRNG SEFLAFRIE% b WKy

43 WEBORBHE TS 7 4 .
BHRfG O EHERE DI L3, TEA OB L BRI 2HRENOBA & LT, demi ~ hull BRO
FELIFMUIC L o> THMUKRD & T 2% 51, BHkEb ) OUNESHING, B NEXACKEUOE, BEX
BE 2L T BOAIHRBIANEZEC, BEOR DY £E£2FET, 3 5HCEE2IHHRIM T 23T 2
Fi, BMZRROBEOERMS SR T TR D, BHLMR T & OF B8 7 /3T 28B4
I MENZFERROS 254, RIABHORBELC DN T, KAEKBRCECHEDL TS 2820, LHL
BEBRETOERAR EMEORE T ERL T, ZLMETO 0 — Froude HOMELE Thid, fBoHER
HIBATDSTTRE T B 2o e DR 2 H b O potential Ws AT CIZ, Hess & Smithik (6) #IA< FIHAH
TWNnoh, RAHRTE, coBEef-T, RAME BEORD £E LD, BEBROEAS HEM
% EOMBO HT CRITTHBEHMCHRE T2 2, Hess & Smith i, RAREIC AT SEEAT,
MBeRHUT 530 T, HIH INAMETRCH T 2FHTAOFETS 555, Ch2R3HCIHAT 2584
T, FHACHREER 2 I AR e L BB T A LEN S D, 3 7, MBOENFEEZRT 2 &,
ANT =2 PHEBARC 2 5B TFHEND, o Ty MBFHTT 0 2 54 DA T — 2 EROE BLE, £
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m(x)=08x’ 15

15

B.[BYL iﬁi}“
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Rl BEXMEE 25, ALK, Hitkt by OWFRPL, ENSMOER, demi — hul 1 75 (it
NOEELZ E, BERONEYE, FABCOWTY, EPREOTHCH X STRTILEHSD, M E
DRCBEL T, TiLo L 2%, RIAMBRE L IOWBHITH v 7 5 OBR TEHAL %o
#* B KX
WDk TR, HOEERE T5 & Bt Laplace OR T M EEpotential & I VXA IHh
5,
ad=90 (4.1)
DP=¢ote (4.2)
¢ P ERECIHMAT BN IC L B EE potential
¢ . Bk X ZMELEE potential
W, MEEEERE, B ARERGEREOBRREC L VEE b, HE potential ORFEIIFEE LT
FERL TN D, MELDAIL, BLL THRA 2BECH, TOBIE, Green G (P, Q) THNT
(4.3) RO oSCFEb4 5,
»P=/g G (P, Q) ¢ (QdSg (4.3)
Poo=Ux+Vy+Wz (4.4)
ZZtT PlIfitkTOEEDR
Q : MEFRE EOR
S pfAsRE
o (Q) : HERELETEL LN DN (K2 BLZFOFHEE)
Us VN W x yy z HAO—FRIHS
GreenB#G (P, Q) X, Laplace OX (4.1) LtBBEEBEY, EHREORGE W T, 0
— Froude #Ti1, & H1L @ potential {CH %43 2 KXx ALrhid Bl
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