EDISON CFDE ©o]&3t 2219 Autdd A9 Q4 49 tist dF

1 = 1
B, Aol
RELEEERE DS

F gy HEjo|Lie] JfEe] XA o= o] FolFo] up) Za)de] 9@ H R Ane] FEYY
A gL YRR A GAe) Za)Ee] bjs) a1ejer)efi HYe] FE¥os 9ld) ofzfge] #l
5L o) 913 KRISOOIA] A)FE WILS JIPS) 414 B 54 1 Jm) 9ol #)7] §eoz A48 4yal
EDISON CFD 455 sj445 E3 73418 45 S5 7] 9. 2] A 2 A sste]
54 08 g8 4894 g BY AWANE e 7 Ro)F £AE 439 97 74 PAZ
A E o) 7 A7 Xn] ’éf"/ Ao o] 2ol GAISLA K] Hlo] szar} 7T7(77/ 2782 kw0 Z
Slojt] 7 QIAILh 7§89 G Sy HrE ola) DY A4 S FAEY Mg Hold
F Qlrion] LA fEol e #E F9G SeAlFel S FAGE ANFGE 77 7 A

Key Words : X‘i/&%iﬂ%ﬂ@(CFD), Sk %Z‘l‘(Water Entry), %E&iﬂﬂ‘ﬂ(ﬁmte Volume Method), %EH‘:Q(Slarmling),
thd -5 (Multiphase flow), A1t 5.3 (Stern model), 415+ 53 (Bow model)

ApAom, 2 BN Sl Smming e 1A 9 WE DAF AL clFeb e Al fﬁ”‘)l‘* 17
A ]
=)

Dynamics) & -] —’Fsﬂé}ﬂﬂ% l*ﬂ ol Fofubar it o]
g S5l wel & dA7eld= EDISON CFDE ©]§3}0]
S T A EAlelM S Adv] 9l A 2ok o
WAl 2l FA0] e BAsA Ak ol 919,
St AUl FEWE A7 A(Korean Research Institute of Ships
& Ocean Engineering, KRISO)elA] ©]F01x] E’-Eé’fz]sq (FAH,
A7, 20140 AHER S FAE olgslR alsinhll.
w3 14E AAAE S8 AedE S5 oHﬁ k71 flsl
& Al e neade) Uelkers o w &
o A5l fesds gIAT, vt o, 31 9
Al el 913E2 KRISO H&A

e Sasiod 3495 04 Gue EEA. A%
AA BeAd Ayl 0 HE AqrE 28 dn) 9l Mg 6:]/\1-
S CFDE =83k 4=x3)A ?j:rLQJ/}(N il R.Southall et al,
2014, 2015)9} wlwste] FEAS ALk sklth23).

N

2. 4% 84 7%

2.1 2RFA MHEEHE HY o
KRISOOIA AR g SAS A% P WILS
JIP (Wave Induced Loads on Ships Joint Industry Project)ell*]

_47_

560



AREE 2D A7) BE3 238 e 10,000 TEU AEje]dA ]
e bl 28S ojgstuAl Stk Ave] EWA R
w3t i gAro® 71E A Aol oah #)7] BEo)
A5 ARFEISEE 015 2HE51] Sten model 2 #]7] 2HE
AR 2 BIiTh4]. fEe Z1E7E 600 mm, AIZ7} 400
mmQ! AAZE mEolny obi AZFE o) dead-rise ZFE 30
T2 A7sisit) 71k oo} ok 9 3] A9 FF, $A
+ Fig 25 Fx3k] 27 243k

Force sensor 2 25mm |
- - |
(CURIOTEC CSBA-S) \ ;L

H

50mm I
S0mm

- 1 |
0 q~ 0000000000
S0 I - : 300mm
S0mm _§ |
S0mm

Force sensor 1 “1

—
[ Pressure seusor

7

™~ Pressure sensor 2
(KISTLER 4005B)

|
]
.
S0mm el 50mm
(KISTLER 4576A) |

Dead-rise angle
30 degs

S0mm

3\

S0mm

Fig. 2 Stern model & sensor arrangement

Bow model®] 395 v E KRISOOIA AREE 10,000
TEU ZHo]YA9 station 19 ©d FANS o]l AxE
WSt Fig 3904 model M7} §) =olA] sjAst A
PAS JeERY =o0)= 541 mm, 2 718 mmo|th &, ¢
AXe 242y 2 1 FAS 9 PO EHE] 339 mm,
379 mm, 423 mmell $J|EIRon o] Fxste] AxE A

ATHS).

T T T
Model |
. Modet 11
sor Modal il ]
M -
S o=
400 F3 ey s~ P3 b
F2 e a0 P2
= F1 - /7 Pl
e i
il | = w )
- ] o Til ™ -
213 | 3 L 1Y
3 El 3 [ /'
4
o 4
e L L
400 =200 o 200 400
X

Fig. 3 Bow model & sensor arrangement

2.2 2AFR MurctH AX 4y
2.2.1 Stern model2| ZX} M

KRISOOIA Algd #7] 2] P& olgso] ArtE
B0 drop heightS 500 mmZ A&tk AR
Z2 T Gridgen & S 9lo] B2 F 95 T4 T
e At 4= glwE M AFANE Fasle] Fol sm
o]Ake] EHelg XIS Stern model = Ao]E Lo|g} gt
o, ¢} - 5L, olhE 10LTHTF £ Fig 494 o] &
A& AL, AAZEA T3k Fig 49 =AISIAEH6].

‘ ,
5L
]
* B gusoag
5L ¢ iy 5L
iy
i
10L
L:Oﬁ o |7 = 0,4 = Experimetital data, o =

Fig. 4 Stern model & sensor arrangement

2.2.2 Bow model®| ZIX} MM

Aol station 199 @ FAo] Bilsly] wliEo]
EDISON A2zt 718 ARGl 2D meshE AJA33HSith
28483} FUS drop heightt= 300 mm= A3 ch T3k
Aol et A4S A7) A8 A T2 AAF
S RIS R cell 7] AHE EolE WAoE ARE
Adste] s Aol JEeE wolazt solth AARNS
Stern model} FU3H| Fig 59} 2ol AdsHlrH6).

L. =

BL - 5L

10L

L=0.718 m

Fig. 5 Bow model grid & computational domain

_48_

561



2.3 SHAR| AL

EDISON CFD W& al4akE ol8sto] 048] 05527}
A AAre 38 2™, CFL number’} 1 ©J8l2 #4149 4
AEE time stepe Stern model S 10°%, Bow model 10432
2 Asielty, B AR Uit 58 /e R §59
A& EE Ao RPN Yapr) ohd s &
= THE 7R 0535% ol Af FE 00% Ttk
Stern, Bow model®] % &% 12+ 242 Fig 69 353
$Zo] UEhditt 918} o] AxpAlE 1ZA7IE 5] &
Aoz gMste] M3l AFAnel nls] ALtAIzte] A
Aras gl

= = =1

N\
i :
i/ |

Tane (5) Time (s

Velocity  (imfs)

Fig. 6 Stern & bow model inlet velocity

A 2t

oh

3.

3.1 i AE

TAAQ 3o A AR} e WE AHS Z1Es)
Qrk. A4S et AAE SAHOR adaption S WHO
2 Az 15E g2/ 9o Al DAY mesh level =
coarse, medium, fine ZAFE AJ/J3FSITH 7). Stern model®] 735
Table 1, Bow model®] 7-¢-olli= Table 201141 Ax}¢} &l
e S ERIE = qloH, Mule] g e Fido]
E8tER o]F 1128 Bow model? ZAFE Stem
model®ll H]3l] S7HAA FAISISIT

Table 1 Stern model mesh level

Coarse Medium Fine

25,000 cells 50,000 cells 100,000 cells

Table 2 Bow model mesh level

Coarse Medium Fine

57,600 cells 114,222 cells | 227,460 cells

Sten model2 S|AsiE A} 7P U3 Azl fine 2
2o Ax} gho] AdAw 7PF ZAE X5 YRS
Fig 75 &3 g1 4= ek

70

— Exp,, Foroe sensor 1

R e CFD, Force sensar 1,

I" ————— CFD, Force sensor 1,/

CFD, Farce sensor 1,
50

oroe (N)

1 1.01 1.02 1.03 1.04 1.05 1.06 107 1.08 1.09 11
Time (s)

Fig. 7 Stern model mesh test

TJHEE fine AAe] 9 AM @S gl & < vk vk
T E G FAe) Aol 21 Hold 742 9% 3
AlA 2 22221 Fig 8= Fal AR U7t 7P 5 fine 4
Ao st 7P Erhes ARIS ER1givh

CFD., Force sensar 2C

-+ Exp., Force sensor 2

-5
0.25 03 0.35 04
Time (s)

Fig. 8 Bow model mesh test

QAR o ARt 1 AL el Sl ol #4853
7hirt 72K medium, comse SR Dol fine AR
ARG FIE AL A meb AR Sobag
% % glgik S8l el Agel THE T 2ol s o)
AR A 4 5 U9 o1 B, 449

o

_49_

562



Hobds2 AN e FHE} Foklrke 2E AY @
G qlglom ol A FHE HE B3 glol WAEA A
obi] hgolebn Atk T8 FE A FAsA Wt
£ el o ARE AAh 208 B9 o B A4
A g QOB fine ARl BE ABE e Pofd
G qlgirk Az mebd olF9) A A AR fine
Axe Jzow s

3.2 Stem model®| 5 54 EA
3.2.1 Stem model 2|5 4
2.1 AelA dFFRe] B AXS HEHAME Hﬂi];}%ﬂﬁ
w23 HoA AFe 207 RS F3) Aks 338t
Stk A & $AE :EZL ¢l ParaViews &3] time step
Rags 0.34s2] A5 A2 Fig 99}

alpha.water
il

Fig. 9 Stern model t=0.35

3.2.2 Stem model & MA Zt AZ
3 AAC 7S HE 7AW KRISO REAE Axnke)
vl wate] AFS TG A3 AT B AxEE V)
£ MRSt A7) A HREE BALste] AkeISith ¥
Z719] drop height™= 500 mm&= 2T}

70

Exp., Force sensor 1
— — —Exp,, Foroe sensor 2| |

CFD, Force sensar

= =
=

1101 102 103 104 105 106 107 108 109 11
Time (s)

Fig. 10 Stern model force sensor results

Fig 10 EDISON 3|45 o]g-3to] 1A%t Stern model
o] 3 AlA groleh Ho] Aoz 3 AlA 19 A
sl Al 29k= UE ATE Boltk= Holgla, o] A3
AT A} fAlstet olF E3l CFD 34 Aaprt @ AlA
2 (Curiotec CSBA-S) Xt} 3 AlA 1 (Kistler 4576A)°] AlS
WAoo & deths 4ES U" § dolth %3 Fig 12

oA Hol g AlA 1ol ZeteiM nd AFAe} S5
A At 48] visdt S Holal fARE ik TS
oF &= it Ageltel niwa) BHoks w 3 Ao Hu
2 Ao E A3 Al

06 = T
o] 01b L Od%ﬂw AHeEe] BARE 0] ek A
] X

Alﬁ s AV SIKESS ﬂiﬁ%ﬂ ?o}i Flok el &
A=) ARt SE A5 B AP 2ol fAtsH

Adrstairkzel ek Bl Rtk AAHOE Stem
modeloll A5 Al A AA KA 24 10%
nRko R gRH oz dofd & glgltt

X

3.2.3 Stern model = MM Zt HS

A A% CFD d¥et B AT AN ke wlwsh
o ATE FHeH 2.1 ol A A 129
Hs 2% vjwsk g=v) Fig 110]t}

Exp., Pressure sansor 1
———Exp,, Pressure sersor 2
— — — CFD, Prassure sensor 1

<+ GFD, Pressure sensor 2

Pressure (kPa)

A S e
i

1101 102 108 104 105 106 107 108 109 11

Time (s)

Fig. 11 Stern model pressure sensor results

D SN o ke
& Ut i

EABAY A Ao
N} Alzlo] WS fakgow gk 2] )
o] ARaA ol Haet Asfe} AZEIn:

_50_

563



3.3 Bow model?] 24+ 54 24
3.3.1 Bow model |4 &4

A 10,000 TEU ZIE|0]UA 2] station 19 FAQ A4 o
e S AxE AdEIth 39 oF Al 2F 3 Y
EAFY7] vzl 2.1 mﬂH AXE SR 2 AXE
WXl AR & Fxje] T2 799 PaaViews E9
time step®ll WE S ERISIT, 0258 AHFTH P
Fig 129} .

Fig. 12 Bow model t=0.2s

A3} BRI A AN A
Q1sto] ol

o 4 5w
F45) W T 23U Pl J1E

7]— H]—/Kgé}oiq— ]Eiﬁ]— XFIQ'——}’:Eﬂ _ITE.__ Flg 1301]}\_1 )\ o]
th. ©]% %3, EDISON CFDE %3 S-x[8]4¢] A4 TTEJ,]_

AR 39S NS AP 5 U9t

Fig. 13 Comparison between EFD & CFD

3.3.2 Bow model & MM 7t HS

OpenFOAM 4! STAR-CCM+S- 53| Axket A8 144
ol BPAY 3 M9 s vust] A5E "F?%JO} Tt
A8 APATE KRISOS] A8e Hzste] AAke Zalsa
o drop height'= 500 mm%z A7dste] A3k Fig 14&

CFD., Force sensar 1

CFD., Force sensor 2| |
GFD.,, Farce sensor 3
Exp., Foree sensor 1 | |
+ Exp., Force sensor 2
30 Exp., Force sensor 3 | |

Time (s)

Fig. 14 Bow model force sensor results

A7 FAEA dael AddaE vl R el
Hlsdt e 7He & 5 Jluh 58] AdE, A Ay

By An 2F 3 A4 19 349 aﬂ%ﬂ%k 1 373
3] Ar AlM 2, A 3% 2SR fHasshs AR Ho
o ol ARE] A A 99 AVl ole) AR
th T AR QS Al 27] Wdol Fig 12, 13%
wol A7HA 71 shdel 3l @ Al 10] AR A0l
A3l H1 232 wA8] Aae s v EW}

1:\:6]. 51 *“}‘1 1 7:]0 /étﬂg)\— \:]- l- _r._]_E
HolARt o= *dﬁ“od%@r‘: Akt ARtk 61 AA 2,3
o A, A A7 A FA4Y HUge] d% A1 37
go] ghashs 77k Fo] Addael vl 74 FAZo
oS 2 Z0% SRIHPAN & A7) 44 A3 T4
A} 2 2pol7k A ogkornd T JiY Rk vl AF
ok Adgtake] eaks glsl 2 A3t 30% vvke® vt

shor] fis 44 s At A

u°"

_‘

H

}jn
o)

3.3.3 Bow model 2= MM gt A5

2 A7) bow model o+ AlA 1239 gk AF A
o} vlagk Tt Fig 1501tk 4 AL S A= §
AA oL B FAES 71FeRE A Feel=z 3] Al
A 18] AR} rRIZ7IAE S Al 19] grel T & de
TR gl ASHAT AA FAE g AT e
o9} B2 Aol Yepith

_51_

564



CFD,, Pressura sensor 1
CFD., Pressure sensar 2 | |
CFD., Pressure sensor 3
Exp., Pressure sensor 1 | |
2o e Exp.. Pressure sensor 2
2T Exp., Pressure sensor 3 |

Pressure (kPa)

.2 022 024 0268 028 03
Time (s)

032 034 038 038 04

Fig. 15 Bow model pressure sensor results

F5sjok e 323 23} o] MBI A Akl &
2349l A9k el Aelsk Aot el Pashe
T Aol MY 323 A3t W) RHYY Al o)
4 Aolg BT ol #AY)% gol Wsh AW Sem

model = 2] 7 A T Hi JAe 7 A E
e 24 AAE ool AA Adlelx ] 3apd Al ¥
o} e frEs sk ok AR EAIYS AF Al
A AAZTEHT). olel wet F4dell W At 324
I g% ARE getd F SN o7 <9 H oFel AlA
7F 1014 307 ZA4E o 2 AJo)E KL o 4 9tk
=, Hie 349 54 gH9e Tl HOHHL )} Fs
ARRS FEE 5 Q= 32k A o 7E)

=2

—

4.

1M

£ A7l E KRISOOIA A3t RgAFoA ARSE

ol v 2l 7] P43 23 mel 10,000 TEU Z1E
o]14419] station 19 A il e ol gty 22k AxE
et sl 4 EAlel B3 24Edck 1 A3k Sten
model?] 74 %Z‘%U B 22k 10% "] A Aol
T 93lar ol wiEt Ao FAg, FAFE A Wy 2
X%o].yﬂ zﬂakzﬂ og 0-101 z[: olO e} o:h;]_ %7:1 oLE_:]IgI 7(:)]

4

= AN

S AUl Aolg 27 BPo T Y 5 I
M 72 FARBISIE Bow model 5 F722] 45
ggko] 2te]7h Stern modelell BlE| FlsIIoW 1 A

ARSI 2.4 % 1Uu %4 éa g Qo 5 9l
ol
il

} A
o] 91??} 5208 walel EHoH o1 i
Q

A7E A4S 5 39tk 019101115 Bow modelol] 2Jal] <=37F
E FAH o7 Adad = ok
? AeljA] 7| ow Fold 5
1*}6“@

= Ao &
o 7231 3719 3xAAR1 AFol EHf& Aol a7H 9
th 2, 3a o e o8-8 AEIA S R YrEA
A 5ol Qo] /e AxE d& ZloR 7€k
% 7l

B oS 20159% AR aig e Y] Ajdow o
ATAE Ak Aol WS HE AT ARGl X] Ry
o} 423 &17-9)(No. NRF-2011-0020557)

References

[1] 2014, KRISO, "Wave Induced Loads on Ships - Joint

6]

(7

_52_

Industry Project III - Final Report"”, KRISO Technical Report
No. BSPIS7230-10572-6.

2014, Neil R. Southall, Yongwon Lee, Michael C. Johnson,
Spyros E. Hirdaris and Nigel J. White, “Towards a
Pragmatic Method for Prediction of Whipping: Wedge
Impact Simulations using OpenFOAM?”, Structural Analysis
and Hydrodynamics, Global Technology Centre, Lloyd’s

Register, UK.
2015, Neil Southall, Sangkyu Choi, Yongwon Lee,
Chunbeom Hong, Spyros Hirdaris and Nigel White, “Impact

Analysis using CFD — A Comparative Study”, Stlructural
Analysis and Hydrodynamics, Global Technology Centre,
Lloyd’s Register, UK.

2013, H. H. Lee, “An Experimental Study on the Prediction
of Stern Slamming Loads on Containerships”, Seoul National
University, Korea.

2008, T. H Park, J. H Choi, H H Iee, Y. W. Lee,
“Numerical ~ investigations on the water entry of
two-dimensional bodies”, Hyundai Heavy Industries Co., Ltd.
2015, ISOPE, “Comparative Study on Water Impact Problem
for Ship Section & Wedge Drops”, International Ocean and
Polar Engineering Conference.

2013, Kim, KH ,Hong, SY, Kim, YS, Kim, BW and Nam,
BW, “Experimental Investigation on the Measurement of
Impact Force acting on Two-dimensional Wedge”,
Proceedings of the Eighth International Workshop on Ship
Hydrodynamics, Seoul, Korea.

565





