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Abstract The International Maritime Organization de-
veloped the Second Generation Intact Stability Criteria
(SGISC) with the objective of mitigating maritime incidents
attributable to roll motion. Given that surf-riding precedes
broaching, the SGISC uses vulnerability criteria for broach-
ing based on surf-riding dynamics. The surf-riding threshold
is derived by Melnikov’s method in the level-2 vulnerability
criterion. In this paper, the authors discuss the uniqueness of
the approximate analytical solutions to be used as the surf-
riding threshold in the SGISC and based on the relationship
between Melnikov’s analysis and its physical interpretation.
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1 Introduction

The International Maritime Organization (IMO) developed
the Second Generation Intact Stability Criteria (SGISC)
with the objective of mitigating maritime incidents at-
tributable to roll motion. The interim guidelines for the
SGISC were completed by the IMO’s Subcommittee on
Ship Design and Construction in 2020 [3] and are currently
undergoing a trial period. The SGISC assess five dynamic
stability failure modes, including broaching, parametric roll,
pure loss of stability, dead ship condition, and excessive ac-
celeration. Broaching occurs when a ship cannot maintain a
straight course despite maximum steering efforts, with the
resulting centrifugal force causing a severe heel moment.
Given that surf-riding precedes broaching, the SGISC uses
level-1 and level-2 vulnerability criteria for broaching based
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on surf-riding dynamics [3,4]. For further theoretical details
on the vulnerability criteria, refer to [9,[14].

Grim [1] indicated that a surf-riding boundary coin-
cides with the trajectory connecting two unstable equilib-
rium points. This phenomenon is termed a heteroclinic bi-
furcation in nonlinear dynamical systems theory. Makov
[[LQ] substantiated Grim’s theory by illustrating surf-riding
phase planes and discovered that a self-propelled ship expe-
riences surf-riding independently of the initial phase plane
condition once the heteroclinic bifurcation occurs. Conse-
quently, the heteroclinic bifurcation is regarded as the surf-
riding threshold in the SGISC. Previous research has em-
ployed Melnikov’s method [2] as an approximate analyt-
ical solution method for estimating heteroclinic bifurca-
tions. Kan [6] used Melnikov’s method [2] on an uncou-
pled surge model with locally linearised calm-water resis-
tance. Spyrou [12] provided an exact analytical solution for
the heteroclinic bifurcation of an uncoupled surge model
with quadratic calm-water resistance, and additionally, Spy-
rou [13] applied Melnikov’s method to a surge model with
cubic calm-water resistance. Maki et al. [7, 18] concluded
these studies by applying Melnikov’s method to an uncou-
pled surge model with general polynomial calm-water resis-
tances, determining both lower and upper surf-riding thresh-
olds, and validating these results through numerical bifurca-
tion analysis and free-running model experiments. For fur-
ther experimental validation of surf-riding estimates or the
level-2 vulnerability criterion, refer to [5, [15].

The IMO adopted the method proposed by Maki et al.
[Z, 18] for the level-2 vulnerability criterion [3, 4], recom-
mending the use of a numerical iteration method to solve the
surf-riding threshold derived by Melnikov’s method. How-
ever, if we use a numerical iteration method, some uncer-
tainties remain, such as the uniqueness and convergence of
the solutions. Sakai et al. [[11] remarked that the surf-riding
threshold can be obtained as a solution to a quadratic equa-
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tion when the propeller thrust coefficient is represented by
a quadratic polynomial. Responding to their work, the ap-
proach based on the solution to a quadratic equation was
added to the explanatory notes to the SGISC [4]. It could
make us possible to exclude any uncertainties of the numer-
ical iteration method. For this purpose, this study attempts to
prove the uniqueness of the approximate analytical solution
to be used as the surf-riding threshold in the SGISC and ex-
amines the relationship between the analytical solution and
its physical interpretation.

The initial results of the investigation presented in this
paper were previously described by Sakai et al. [[11]. In this
paper, the results are presented more extensively, with more
details, and also with new remarks.

2 Surf-Riding Threshold by Melnikov’s method

In this section, the authors briefly explain the level-2 vulner-
ability criterion for broaching in the SGISC. The uncoupled
surge equation used is

(m+my) &g+ R (u) — Te ()] — Xy (E) =0 (1)

Here, m is the mass of the ship, my is the added mass in
surge of the ship, &g is the relative position of the ship cen-
tre of gravity from a wave trough where the wave propagat-
ing direction is set as positive, R () is the calm-water resis-
tance as a function of the ship instantaneous forward speed
u, T, (u;n) is the effective propeller thrust as a function of
u and number of revolutions of the propeller(s) n, and X
is the wave-induced surge force. In this equation, the varia-
tion in thrust due to wave particle velocity and higher-order
terms, such as the added resistance in waves, are ignored.

When a ship surf-rides a wave at §g = &g sr, the ship
runs at the same speed as the wave celerity cy,, and the resis-
tance, effective thrust and wave-induced surge force are bal-
anced. In other words, the existence of n satisfying Eq. )
is a necessary condition for surf-riding.

—R (CW) + T (cw;n) + Xw (5G,SR) =0 2)

Note that surf-riding could occur for any initial conditions if
n is in a certain range, and the boundaries are global bifurca-
tion points, termed the heteroclinic bifurcation. In the level-
2 vulnerability criterion, the ship is considered vulnerable
to broaching if n exceeds n. Here, n¢, represents the lower
value among the revolution numbers of the propeller(s) that
correspond to the two heterophilic bifurcation points.
Melnikov’s method is used to obtain the heteloclinic bi-
furcation point, which is the surf-riding threshold. It is an
approximate analytical method for obtaining homoclinic or
heteroclinic orbits in nonlinear dynamical systems. Maki et
al. [7] derived the equations of n. using Melnikov’s method.

They approximated R (1) and T¢.(u;n) with Nth-degree poly-
nomials of u and J as

N .
R(u) = Z riu' 3)
i=0
J(u;n) :(]_,171“)%)” )
N .
Kr (J(u;n)) =Y xid (usn)’ (5)
i=0

Te(u;n) = (1—1p) pn*D*Kr (J(u;n))

N
= Z Ki(1—1p) (1— wp)lpD47"n27"u" (6)
i=0
Here, w), is the effective wake fraction, f, is the thrust de-
duction coefficient, p is the density of the fluid, D is the
propeller diameter, J is the advance constant and Kt (J) is
the propeller thrust coefficient as a function of J. Here, u is
calculated as

u=cy+& ©)
Assuming
Xy =~ —fsin (k&g) 3

and substituting Eqs. (B) and (@) to (8) into Eq. (@) yield

(4 m) s+ Y Y ein) (§) ez

i=1j=1
= —R(cw) + T (cw;n) — fsin(k€g)  (9)

where

(1-1) (1= wp)'pKi
ci(n)=— iy +7 (10)
Here, indicates the binomial coefficient. Applying

J
Melnikov’s method to Eq. (9) yields

1

Cwiler) — N (Cw - /
Zﬂ.'Te( wifter) R( ):chij(”cr)'(*zylj (1)

f i=1j=1
where
1 /i 0h
Cij (ner) =c¢i (ner) - I <;) (m(j_i;)%civ’ (12)
(L
I; :2\/57<j;) (13)
()

Here, f is the amplitude of the wave-induced surge force, k
is the wave number calculated as 2&_7:’ A is the wave length,
and I" indicates the Gamma function.

R(u) and Kr(J) are approximated by quintic and
quadratic polynomials, respectively, in the level-2 vulnera-
bility criterion.
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3 Quadratic Equation for the surf-riding threshold

K1 (J) is often approximated by a quadratic polynomial in
the field of naval architecture, namely,

(i#0,1,2) (14)

Ki=0

In the context of surf-riding, it is reasonable to assume u,n €
R>o, and in this region, the values of k; satisfy with

Ko >0 (15)
K <0 (16)

Ko should be positive because Kt should be positive when
J =0, thatis, u =0 and n > 0. k> should be negative because
k> should represent the Kt reduction when J is large enough.
Then, Eq. (6) can be rewritten as

Te(usn) = Ton° 4 Tynu+ tou’ (17)
where

% =Ko (1 —t,) pD* >0 (18)
7 =ki (1—1,) (1—wp) pD? (19)
7=k (1—1,) (1 —wp)* pD? <0 (20)

Assuming N > 2, Eq. (I0) becomes

—T|in+r] (i: 1)
_ —T)+nr (l:2)
ciln) = ri (i=3,4,...,N) @h
0 (i#1,2,...,N)
The right-hand side of Eq. (IT) can be rewritten as
N i .
Z ZC ncr jIj
i=1j=1
—3 T Ner — 11
Sk (m+my)
2 . I
1 k . ‘

Z —ntn) 5 <l) (fi)zici;f.(,z)qj

]: f (m+mx)2

N N AV L
+,-Z§;rim (;) ———c, - (=2)I; (22)

=3j= (m+my)?

As a result of assuming K (J) is quadratic, the right-hand
side of Eq. (II) becomes a 1st-degree polynomial of n,
and the left-hand side of Eq. (IT) becomes a 2nd-degree
polynomial of n¢. Therefore, the surf-riding threshold can
be estimated using a quadratic equation. Note that the dis-
cussion in this section is independent of the degree of poly-
nomial of the calm-water resistance R (u). Consequently, the
surf-riding threshold can be derived by solving a quadratic
equation in the level-2 vulnerability criterion.

4 Physical Interpretation of Melnikov’s Method for
Surf-Riding Threshold

Substituting Eq. (@) into Eq. (@) yeilds
(m+my) &+ [R (u) — Te (usn)] + fsin (k&) =0 (23)

and this can be re-written as

1 ~  R(u)—T.(u;n)

sk&c + 7 +sin (k) =0 (24)
Tk

m-+nmy
Putting
y =k&g (25)
T= Jk t (26)

m—+m,

nondimensionalizes Eq. 24)) as
d?y T (u;n) — R (u)
a2 +siny = f 27)

Here, u is still used in Eq. 27) in order to make the following
discussion clear. The Hamilonian part of Eq. 27) is

dy
drt a2
and the trajectory that connects y = =7 on the lower side of
the vector field is

% = —2cos (%) Ly (29)

Fig. [l shows the schematic view of the heteroclinic orbit of
Eq. @2). Here, X(,X; € R? are saddle-type equilibria (un-
stable surf-riding), and I, which connects X and Xj, is
the heteroclinic orbit. Maki et al. [7] obtained the Melnikov
function M (n) by approximating the heteroclinic orbit by
the trajectory given by Eq. (29) as

M(n)A/ZV<M> dr (30)

In this integral, the integral interval represents that the hete-
roclinic orbit takes infinite time, and the integrand is propor-
tional to the power generated by 7. and R. Under the surf-
riding, the ship complies with Eq. @)). Substituting Eq. (8)
into Eq. @) yeilds

—R(cw)+ T: (cw;n)

+siny =10 (28)

7fSin(§G,SR) =0 (31)

X Xo

I

Fig. 1: Schematic view of heteroclinic orbit
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If n is enough large to satisfy Eq. (3I), the unstable surf-
riding X; (/ is an integer) is

XZ:(J;G,SR):<arcsm( ) 2’”) (32)

fG,SR 0

Since the potential energy due to fsin (k&g) at the unstable
equilibria is the same, Eq. (277) requires that the work done
by the calm-water resistance R and the effective propeller
thrust 7; must be zero in total along the heteroclinic bifur-
cation. Therefore, in the framework of Melnikov’s method,
the heteroclinic bifurcation (surf-riding threshold ;) can be
estimated by M (n;) = 0. Therefore, n, is derived with

/m VT, (u;ne)dT = /m VR (u)dt (33)

Substituting Eq. (29) into Eq. (33), changing variables, and
dividing the both-sides with —27 yield

1

—/ﬂT (usne)dy = —

1 /7
—/ | Ry (34)

2n

The ship instantaneous forward speed u used for the integral
in Eq. (34) is defined by Eq. (@) and is transformed in the
framework of Melnikov’s method as

u:Cw+éG
_ fo &
=t k(m+my)dr
v (2
=cy—2 K(m+my) cos (2) (35)

Based on the linear deep-water dispersion relation, cy, is

—./8
cw =4/ (36)

Here, g is the gravitational acceleration.

5 Uniqueness of the surf-riding threshold

This section demonstrates the uniqueness of the surf-riding
threshold in the framework of Melnikov’s method. First, the
authors start with the quadratic Kt (J), which is adopted
in the level-2 vulnerability criterion for broaching in the
SGISC. Substituting Eq. (IT7) into Eq. (34) yields

= R

1 T

— [ (tone* + tiunc + nu*)d u)dy (37)
2T -

The left-hand side is the quadratic function with n.. Since
the following definite integrals with respect to y are calcu-
lated as

‘l T
Elndy=1 (38)
SO B S N
Eﬁﬂudy—cw 2\ Kon £ £ E[u (39)
L /® s 2 8 f f
E/fnu dy=cw P k(m+mx)+2k(m+mx)
2E[u?] >0 (40)

Eq. (37 is rewritten as

1

om -

—nE[u]) {(TlE[]) —TzIE[ ]}
27 47p° T

— o [ Rway @n

Since T is positive as shown in Eq. (I8), and since 7, is
negative as shown in Eq. (20), the left-hand side is a con-
vex downward quadratic function that is negative when n,
is zero. The schematic view of the solution of Eq. @) is
shown in Fig.Dlas the crossing points of the quadratic func-
tion (the left-hand side of Eq. (1)) and the straight line (the
right-hand side of Eq. (I)). Obviously, Eq. @I) has two
distinct real roots, one positive and the other negative if

Toncr2+T]E[ ]nchrTzE =

< T (I’lcr —

] T
o [ ﬂR(u)dy > E [u?] (42)

However, when ng; is negative and u is positive, that is, ad-
verse rotation of the propeller with the ship moving forward,
the effective thrust of the propellers becomes negative and
the Kt for n € R is ineffective. Therefore, Eq. @) always
has a unique real n, regardless of the value of 7;.

In the above discussion, it was demonstrated that the
surf-riding threshold can be uniquely determined if the Kt
is approximated under the condition of n > 0 and Eq. @2).
Further discussion of the equivalent wave condition under
which the unique surf-riding threshold is given is provided
in the appendix, and it is confirmed that Eq. (2) is satisfied
in most waves.

6 Physical Interpretation of the Uniquness of the
surf-riding threshold

The relationship between T and R (), as stated in Eq. (34),
is used to discuss the physical interpretation of the unique
surf-riding threshold. In the context of surf-riding, it is rea-
sonable to assume u,n € R>g. Under these conditions, T
can be assumed to have the following properties.
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N Left-hand side of Eq. @)
‘\
\Y
A
A
' Right-hand side of Eq. @T)
Y —1E[u] !
' 1) 27 :

Ner

1

1

2 * !
TQE[M]<03 :
1

1

1

Fig. 2: Schematic view of the unique real solution of Eq. @I)

1. T: increases monotonically with 7.
2. When n =0, T; has a negative finite value.

As in Section 3 the definite integral for the resistance on
the right-hand side is constant with n. From the first point,
the definite integral on the left-hand side of Eq. (34) in-
creases monotonically with respect to n. The second point
corresponds to the fact that the propeller generates a nega-
tive finite thrust when u > 0 and n = 0. Therefore, Eq. (34)
always has a unique positive solution. The schematic view
is shown in Fig. Bl Although ﬁ J™ . T: (u;n) dy does not al-
ways increase monotonically with small » in Fig. 2l this is
simply due to the quadratic fitting of Kt with respect to J.

22 [ Te (wn) dy

27 /7% Te (win)],—ody <0

2r

Fig. 3: Schematic view of the unique real solution of Eq. (34)

7 Conclusions

The authors discussed the uniqueness of the approximate an-
alytical solution of the surf-riding threshold in the SGISC.
The authors interpreted Melnikov’s method in physical

terms, viewing it as a balance between the work done by
effective thrust and resistance, and found that

1. the surf-riding threshold n; is obtained as the solution of
a quadratic equation when Kt is expressed as a quadratic
function of J as adopted in SGISC, which has two dis-
tinct real roots, one positive and the other negative;

2. the positive root is the unique surf-riding threshold if the
right-hand side of Eq. @I) is positive;

3. in most of waves, the right-hand side of Eq. (1) is pos-
itive; and

4. the above does not depend on the approximation of the
calm-water resistance R.
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Appendix

The unique surf-riding threshold is given when Eq. @2)
is satisfied under Eq. (33) in the framework of Melnikov’s
method. Since the right-hand side of Eq. (@2) is negative,

/”R(u)dy>0 (43)

can be considered as the necesarry condition of Eq. @2)). It
is obvious that Eq. @3) is satisfied when u > 0 along the
heteroclinic orbit. Therefore, from Eq. (33),

1
f< g mem)g (44)
Assuming that the calm-water resistance has an equal mag-
nitude for u < 0, Eq. (@3) is almost equivalent to
)
Eu >0 & f<1—6(m+mx)g (45)

In reality, the calm-water resistance would be larger for u <
0, so the condition for frg where

/7r R(u)dy=0 (46)

is satisfied ranges

2

1 T
Z(m+mx)g<fRo<E(m+mx)g 47)

The wave-induced surge force is calculated as the
Froude-Krylov force in the SGISC. Therefore, the ampli-
tude is calculated as

H
f=1-pek5VF2+F?
H
= H-mpgo VIS (48)

where
F. = / S (x) sin (kx) e dx (49)
F— / S (x) cos (kx) e+ 3 dx (50)
m:p/S(x)dx 51)

Here, u is the correction factor due to the diffraction effect,
H is the wave height, x is the body-fixed coordinate sys-
tem along the transverse direction (x = O indicates the mid-
ship), S is the area of the submerged portion at x and d is
the draught at x. In the vulnerability criterion of the SGISC,
the diffraction effect on the wave-induced surge force is ne-
glected and is simply considered as yt = 1. For operational
guidance, the explanatory note to the SGISC suggests nu-
merical estimation of u or the use of experimental correc-
tion factor [4, 5] as

1.46C, —0.05 (Cm < 0.86)
=1 (5.76—5.00Cp)Cy, —0.05 (0.86 > Cpy > 0.94)
1.06C, — 0.05 (Cm > 0.94)

(52)
In simple terms, the value is almost t = 0.7 for the opera-
tional guidance.

An upper bound on f is considered with maximised
wave slope acting on each submerged section as

H
f<u~7rpgx/S(x)~1~ldx
H
= H-Tomg (53)
Since my ~ 0.1m, Eq. (33) can be rewritten as

f<p-——-- m+my) g (54)

16 H &2

Tz 16" tme (53
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As a result, Egs. (44) and (@3) is almost equivalent to the
following wave condition

4m H
SN
_ { % < Ti"‘ (=1, vulnerab.ility crit.erion) (56)
7 <sgoo (4=0.7, operational guidance)
16 H
Wiz <!
N { % < $ (=1, vulnerab.ility crit.erion) 57)
7 <3m (1 =0.7, operational guidance)

Therefore, the wave condition for (%)RO where Eq. (46) is
satisfied is

17 < (%)ro <765 (1= 1, vulnerability criterion)
"
g 72J)ro <

)
% < ( (1 = 0.7, operational guidance)
(58)
In the vulnerability criterion, the maximum wave steepness

is 0.15 ~ 1/6.67. Therefore, there is the possibility that u <
0. However, Eq. (@2) is usually satisfied.
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