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Fundamental Studies on the Motion of Marine Culture
Equipments in Ocean Waves

I. On the motion of a cylindrical float

Toshinori KoBavasur,* Fujio KoBavasar* and Osamu Sato*

Abstract

It is an important problem to protect the marine culture equipments from
strong waves, so that the motion of equipments in ocean waves may be solved.
The purpose of this study is to solve the heaving motion of a cylindrical float in
order to apply it to the motion of culture equipments. According to the answer
of differential equation, the distance from the still water level to a fixed point of
the cylindrical float was solved as a function of the proper period of the cylindrical
float, the wave height and the wave period.

We used a vinyl chloride tube instead of the cylindrical float, and measured
the distance in the experimental wave tank by the method of an 8 mm cinecamera.

Comparing the calculated value of the differential equation with the experi-
mental value, the results did not show good agreement except for a part.
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Fig. 1. Explanatory figure of the relation between the wave and the cylindrical float.
P: fixed point at the still water level
z: distance from the still water level to the P point
y: distance from the still water level to the face of the wave
H,: wave height
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Table 1. Properties of the cylindrical float.
number of outside inside cross-sectional ight
cylindrical diameter diameter area v;;,’lg
float d (cm) (cm) A (em) ®
No. 1 2.10 1.88 13, 82 614
No. 2 2.10 1.88 13, 82 1130
No. 3 2.10 1.88 13. 82 1470
number of length of natural period, natural period
cylindrical cylindrica float (measured) (calculated)
float (cm) P,, P,, P; (sec) | Py, P,, Py (sec)
No. 1 60 P,=1.40 P/=1.37
No. 2 66 P,=2.01 P,/=1.83
No. 3 60 P,=2.49 Py=2.07
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Fig. 2. Schematic figure of the wave generator.

A:

absorber

B: flapper

C: cylindrical float
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Fig. 3. Comparison of experimental results with theory.
P=140sec T=2.60sec H,=10cm 7'/P=1.86
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Fig. 4. Comparison of experimental results with theory.
P=140sec T=231sec H,=8cm 7T/P=1.65
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Fig. 5. Comparison of experimental results with theory.
P=1.40sec T=2.31sec Hy,=5cm 7T/P=1.65
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Fig. 6. Comparison of experimental results with theory.
P=140sec T=2.0lsec Hy=12cm 7T/P=1.43
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Fig. 7. Comparison of experimental results with theory.
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Fig. 8. Comparison of experimental results with theory.
P=2.49scc T=2.60sec Hy=10cm 7T/P=1.04
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Fig. 9. Comparison of experimental results with theory.
P=140sec T=14lsec H,=18cm 7T/P=1.01
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Fig. 10. Comparison of experimental results with theory.
P=2.0lsec T=2.0lsec Hy=7.5cm T/P=1.00
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Fig. 11. Comparison of experimental results with theory.
P=249sec T=231sec H,=gcm T/P=0.93
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Fig. 12. Comparison of experimental results Fig. 13. Comparison of experimental
with theory. results with theory.
P=1.40sec T=1.10sec P=20lgec T=1.41sec
Hy=15.5cm T/P=0.78 Hy=18 cm T/P=0.70
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