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Fig. 1 Path line of a ship

—291—



3. BHLEEETILEREMR
BREED 2 KT 72 D OPEEE R % Fig. 2 12733, A Ay X
KEFFED Y ZIEE T 5. 2B Fig. 2 HOREIT 2 ETHW
EbOLE—ERETININLITROLOL L, ZNH D

SIILABE T D B2V RY , AKFETHE S HFOBERTHNS.

ATEE O IREE HFERUC & 72 2 BRipEES H AU 1E(8), (9)=0
WRT X DI MMG BT /L& W5 kGBI K3
BRI R TR & Uiz, £2H% Tablel, %
BN % Fig. 3R, AREUTATHNIC X 2 A 9%
Wz BUENIRER 612 & 5 1k 0% DTy & 5 i
HH L.

(m+myu — (m+my)vr =Xy +Xp+ X + Xy
(m+ my)l') +(Mm+mur =Yyp + Y + Yy
(IZZ +]zz)7;' = Nyp + Np + Ny (8)

Xy =R+ X,,vr (R<0)

Xp=(1—-0OT

Xz = —(1 — tg)Fysind

Yup = Y,v + Yor + Y, vlv| + Y, vlr| + Ypr|r|

Y = —(1 + ay)Fycoss

Nyp = Npyv + Ny + Npp7'|7| + Ny 0?7 + Ny 012

Ng = —(xg + agxy)Fycoss  ((xg + agxy) TR DIE) 9

1
Xw = EPATCX(lpWA)UWAZ
1
Yw = EpALCY(l/)WA)UWAZ
1
Ny =3 PLALCyWwa)Uwa® (10)

ZIZC,8)R0E 1 Kb 3 RUTF N EIMARRTE 51,
B, BIBEF M OB FRRNE2RT. £, miTER, 1,13
EMEE—A U b, w vIIEIE M & B M OISR, riXEIEE
I, FB () IXMEMEY ERT. XY, N IZEZ Rk
A&7, B, SRS OIS %, IR FOH,P,R,W
IZENEIRE, TaXZ, ¢, BUCBETIRENTHD 2
LaRbd. RTTOWMES & BAEMICEER L7z DT
bV, FHAD XY, NI TR A TIXE OB OMIRE T
HHZEERT. TIEAT AN, tIEFAT A MR, Fyix
REEED), tplIAEDOIRTREL, a3l L > THEL D
FHIBEA R, xp ITAEDEIE S OAEF Tl & MR EL O]
BT IEEHE, g3 OIS OAFE AL & MR E L O
JFEEEE, SidfEfa R, £72, 10)XDAL A IXENER
AR OIKE Loy OIE R EAE L AIEEEE TH 5.
Cx, Cy, CZTIUE TR T H 0, AR L5 EE ORI B 15
BID. F72, Upa I35 25 EGE %, Yyl l3FE%HE
i

Fo

Fig. 2 Coordinate system

Table 1 Principal particulars of subject ship

Type of Ship Training Ship
Lyp [M] 45

B [m] 10

d[m] 3.2

Cy 0.53

GENERAL ARRANGEMENT

FUKAR - MARU
SCALE 11200

Fig. 3 Profile and plan of subject ship
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Table 2 Constraints for optimisation

Experiment
----- Optimisation
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Fig. 4 Comparison of 30 degree course changing between

experiment and optimisation

Experiment
----- Optimisation

Mean Wind Direction : y,, = 241°

Final Heading Angle = 45 [deg] Mean Wind Velocity : U, = 119 m/s

Maximum Rudder Angle =10 [deg]
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Fig. 5 Comparison of 45 degree course changing

between experiment and optimisation
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Mean Wind Direction : 1, = 241°

Experiment
Mean Wind Velocity : U, = 11.9m/s

Optimisation and Autopilot
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