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A feasibility study on the application of turtle boat form to the incinerating vessel
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Abstract

In these days, the pollution of marine environment near island at Korean coastal zone
caused by the trash human waste and livestocks excreata become intensified.

One of the most economic and efficient way to prevent this pollution problem is to set

up island circulating incineration system.

In this paper, the result of feasibility study on the application of turtle boat hull form to

the incinerating vessel has been summarized especially for the resistance and course

keeping point of view.
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(1) Surface Flow Accelerator (2) Wave Maker
(3) Measuring Section (4) Motor AC. 22%kw
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of CWC
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Table 1 Geometric characteristics of CU-020
[ Particulars Turtle Boat Model
Loa (m) 34.242 1.141
Lwp (m) 25.500 0.850
Baax (m) 10.303 0.343
| Br (m) 3.340 0.128
D (m) 6364 | 0212 |
Lw/Br 6641 | 664
| By/T 250 | 2500
* By Breadth at 1.5m draft
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Fig. 7 Varation of Yaw Amplitude at different
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