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Abstract :

lateral and

that influences lift,/rolling moment and yawing moment. Lateral and directional stabilities

are weakened by reddcing height of wing chord plane to deck. Lateral stability decreased
2.8% and 5. 6% as the height of wing chord plane to deck was reduced from 1. 5m to 1. 2m
and 1. 0m, respectively. By increasing Reynolds number, lift is increased significantly, while ya-
wing moment is little influenced. Magnitudes of both lift and rolling moment are amplified slightly
with the increase of WOD. When WOD varied from O0m/s to 15m/s, lift and rolling moment varied

only within 1. 1% and 3. 4%, respectively. Thus the effect of WOD is found to be secondary.
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