40K %o @'ﬁiﬁé;’ﬁ Vol.42 No.9
2024 9 A Renewable Energy Resources Sept. 2024

K SR B 9 5k HE S R B % AR
7K Bh 71 = 14 8E BY 52 M
Bl !, REAZ R F oMy, BaMp 23

(LEEWIAEINS &g bt =m BB 650051; 2. EERMERE MBBIEBIZE AT, 7R )M
3 BB AT A REIR AT SER A, TR )M 510640)

510640;

& E. DOIRAETERR Y BRI ACR th K Zh 2 vk R . BRI T, IEARI K BN ) 2 RE 2 K
TR BRI , SCEE LU TR BE SR AR S A 42, TF IR X AR AR T 1 7K B J124 PRI SE . 1 Je ST AR e
SR S TAE SRR R S TRARTE 5 FHIZ KRB T-00 T 95 BARTAY A TR L5, SRA A 7 I T T
TFHIK BN S S BOR B R LR BRI T BRI, IS T 6 R KRS T 00 T IFARM{FAR 50 1 1L
(Rew) , I 55 ELAE R HATXS LT, G5 R R - M2 K VR EE R 75 mm B B8 R oy 5 RON 56.8% ; WZ K TR BEXT I
B Ry WEAE AT SE MR s FEAEE I SBIBEE T, D7 BRI S, SR S R a0 25 AU B A i, TR/ N T 5%,

R PONAE; IRGIKEE; BT, BB RRTRE

RESERS. TK71 XEERERG. A

0 3%

T RCE £ B I REIR, AR
R AT IR i 2 K SO AR B,
I, W B bR A RE TR I = A0 T %5 i, 1T
MO S TR bR BRI AL RS 10 K I B
FEo BORAEE—Fh KM, BB AR G T R
U5, A TR RE A P AR, W] AT TR BR A RE TR
AL PR A e 22 T

DK BIR BB AR B A G5 R | TS
PESRAE B B R R AR S Z 2R
HYSZ I, W IR SNBSS I S-HL R4 251 |
ARG I, B N2 3 X A e
PR A E K R AT T REMSY, Yeung R WP
FIFRHE rRBCEAF ST 1A FREEEE T AR AR Y
B an i e FIBHLJE R %, Whittaker TS5 T H H
JET I RE AR ACR, ME IR R ER N
0.75 B}, HAFARP IR RERU R Fefd: . Comes RV HH
WAMIT 7K 3l ) 52 35T 1 I bRz K R 5 RE
I Z A OC R T RE i B/ N TR B, PR
T FWZ KRR R IR . 2T 1 AN A
ERBIN PR RE AR, YRR A
SR Y HAFAR 58 bE (77 -1 240k

i EEE: 2022-08-08,

XEHS: 1671-5292(2024)09-1271-08

IR SR TR NBIRm AR Z L, RPN
TR AR B AU Ab i YR BB A5 FH 4 B, Capture
Width Ratio, i2 K Rew)ikE] 40.15%, &AL,
MR A VR RRTEVE (A S Y R A S Y VT
PR Reow B8 o RIARIMLIRG 77 T HAR S5 K A
BARG G W R T —FBi AR

HAT, PRARIZ KR X Hok 8 2 tERe fnfE
KR R R v AN B DRI, AR SO T
ANFIWZ KR EE T IR BEVE bR 17K 8l 1 24 M RE A AR
WHARCR, BEFERITFARK S 1 2E 1 Re S e
SR K IR B AR R, AR AR e
B Row BHEITRT R FNZ KR . 45 A BUE LA
YRR IR IS5, I KR E R IAr L
A RAFHK B 12 Rt A AR B A AOR
1 FREHRE TIERE

E3I WS R v v S R v S Y NN P A= N
SRR IRRS BIERG MRS MR
N, PRIRMIMNE L Rk, xR E,
4, A ZE TR 5000 EIFE M RE R

TEAREY TAEBR B ZE IR M MR T 77
PR B DRI A2 30, FHIR AR A b
RIS AR (T IFARTEI R 12 s, B TR Aef 44

HEWB: ERELAUILIT(2019YFB1504402 ) ; i A P4k BRIE %499 H (GHME2017SFO1, GHME2017YY02) ;
2020 BT R MBHF AT KRG TIH (B [ 4R 95620201022 5),
BEIESE: SKEHE(1981-), 2, 1t BIRFFE 5L, 2N BOR AR AT 1 A5 . E-mail : zhangyq@ms.giec.ac.cn

- 1271 -



T REREJR

E1 FREaE
Fig.1 Buoy structure drawing

RS RE IR IR A, MO ST LA bRt 7
6] (IE BT TERS G2 ) s bR i3 iz s il A
WK EEAR RIS B T iz 3l, A4
2 3 R TEPR IS Sl SRR o e 4 25 <
O NS 2 IR - R R R RGN
s B is 3l R4 2 UREHAT O
AE. RERF T FEUNIE 2 s,

]
HRAEk ik noue i

ek KIABEETR L
el e g I e I
I ARGE B

B2 HEERIIEE
Fig.2 Energy conversion block diagram

2 IBipEM
2.1 FAFZ ORI AR

FF RIS LN IIE, B TR Z
SRR T, TEbnfe i R AL &8
FHJE, Briebn ik AU SR s sl i S A R A 7
T 25 TR IRFR K 32 shn] I — A B2
(R B 2l , FL5R A TR IR T IR R 1 R ik
A AT Z AR T IAs L Rt AR In -,
HRAE A0 55— AR AA ) 22 e, TRARAYIE 3
P il A e

mz=F +F +F+F+F, (1)

Hrr,
z=Re[-w™ exp(—iwt)] (2)
F.=Relexp(~iwt )pwi j (Grego)nads]  (3)
F‘,Z:A r[a)zli 1+i(UN1 l]exp ( —iwi ) (4 )
F=—Re|pgA S.exp(—iwt)] (5)
F=Re[iCwA exp(—iwt)] (6)
F=Re[-KA exp(-iwt)] (7)

K om TR kg z WINERE  m/s?; F, MIE
TR 1 N F, RIS T Ny F, Rk Rl 2

- 1272 -

2024,42(9)

J1,NyF.RBEJE T3 N FONifE T Ny Re Rk
B A, NG5 sl BE 50 S B 50 ]
sy NIIRAICR radls;p MR EE  kg/m*; S,
R R s, A Z J7 1) BT SR R by
IR A by IR GE ST B My, SRy B I
i kg Ny ABEJE BN/ (m=s™) ;g HE Ik
BE,m/s%; S, 7KK AR, m?; € BB o die R4t
BB N/ (m-s™) s K, SR B g B i 2
.
B () ~(DIRAR (1) 52T A, R

Fr‘z (8)
—(M+M11)a)z—iw(C+N11)+pgSr+K[

KM oA ke,
FEBREA AR o, FIRHJE 225X B, 430K

A=

4/ pgSHK;

=\ MM, (9)
__C+Ny

B=2(m+my) (10)

22 FIRAEFAFGI AT AT
TP IR B IR RE Y e o RE L I R G2 1Y
FEJEMEE , RIVEFREI TR P AT AR A
:é—(—iwCAr) - (SiwCA,) (11)
B (8)~(10) AKX (11) 75,
CF2 1

P= oy

L w
» (0o,
48, + P

TEFR SRR P o

2kd
sinh2kd

=g e 1+ | (13)

APk A= R s R mss
h A ERE  mid JKI, ms B W VEBRIBEIEE m.
PRI Row

RCW:P’%xloO% (14)

2.3 ARk

BT B IR SRR (TR
BRI i PR AL A A R 46
RO, BT ARG ZEAR S AR LB X BB 5
YRR R T AR RS

TR AE & B IR bR AR B e, AF5E T
PREEBIRVER T iiz shfiaz ), 85 EE I



BRIS, & LR E AR KA KR AR AT RS S AR e

LTI X FR I SE0 o P A A e 20 6 2 o 5
78 (Frounde ) FHBLE A | BRI AY 5524 2 1] (1) 3 55
TR LA YIIATE R iz sh 552 i A
SR AR PE BT, SRR 5% i 2 [ 1) 7
FE#7M /K (Strouhal ) UFH[F]

R LA ARSI 2 8 5 5 L B RS 8 F)
IEREZ A

Ls
Frounde ZUAH[A], BJT .
U _ U (16)
Vel., Vel
Strouhal ZCAH[A] , BJI .
U.T. UT.
LT 17

KA FIAR m, s S RICRBI RIS E L WRHIE
KBE U WL m/s; T, T 3 51 R SE 56 2 7K A
S 2 e AN S R 4 R s

AT B R fE L T, i (15)~
(17) W45 Ry AR RS AR AL A Je PR IR
AT DA 4 1 S G S 18 D) 25836 LAASE A8 X e
131 Row SR B RS Y%,

S (18)
4m

= (19)
%1%9( (20)
f;:xé (21)
o~ (22)
gg‘: -1 (23)

g WEME , mYs; AP R E 5 RASED
JE2%,Past A TAERIHE], s; P, W RENPIHE W,
3 EEEL

T el A SolidWork % {4 37 77 b = 4k A5
A, PATEAIEA 28, FA T E AR
HydroStar 7K 51) 127 53 B 84 X 8 57 199 V7 A A 7
HEATIK BN 128007 AR T B, AR ST
SR AAAEA BRI TCRRKIR T, = 4ERle
I 358, 8 5 88 PN 7 7K B T 2 3R ORI BT A2 U0 TR 3R

far oI5 A FH g R A T EAR R R, FE
HydroStar 24 Hh , 52 B K % & 1 025 kg/m?,
IRIERN 4.5 m, ASFHE L, B34 0.5~4.0 s,
Wl 0.375 m, ABHAE R 0 °,
3.1 FA&EEHIE

BE AL B e B AT AR TC M SIE
Shy PO A 1) %5 T 4 L e W 5 L 1 AT AR
] o PO 25 B R, THAA0RG BE b g |, 1A e
K, T B TR R A PRI T3S B A5
BRI BEPE A1 A R A 2 B AR S R R o
FIBHJE REIFPSEGHAT IS, BB T 3 FhMAs
%1 (0.05,0.1,0.2 m) AT IE, 45 R WA 3
BN o

3000
——02m
2500 - 01 m
——0.05m 1
2000 A ,\
&0 —
=<
;: 1500
1000 ?\-—*‘
500
O L
1 2 3 4 5 6
JilAss
(a) B Bk
2000
" ——02m
1500 i COlm
- 4 “-005m
£
E. 1000 [
=
500
0 .
1 2 3 4 5 6
Jal /s
(b)BH e Z %L

B3 RREEHRIE
Fig.3 Grid independence verification

MIE 3 0T LAFE HY 7R 3 FP AR, BN ot
IR e R BRI LRI
0.2 m i, ZEFIIA 4.0 s F1 5.4 s 4t B0 T % ff 28
AR KL 0.2 m AE SRR HERIRR R . RS
B 0.05 m IFE 0~1 s H B ZAZ LK 4% 6 2
0.2 m i BUA R AR A Z W, S5
JCIE TR BIA 5 N AT IT BRI, —
JBCR ] Green pRELIL:, 127715 AT EXT—LE BT 1A
WA, BRI SR e AR R A JCTE A 2]

- 1273 -



B RERER 2024,42(9)

A REARR o (RIS A% 2 e R 2 S 8 F 1 REFRRE AR SH
FHBSBOITR S Ba EEFHTERCR %8 0.1 m Table 1 Different buoy draft parameters of buoys models
) R R A g A B RN Bk Hk G XY il 2%

30 BARTAEILA KIREE W it R FeER R o

ETBOTAR BOFE TG ME N 45°, 8
EHER D 11 °, RN 0.72 m, PRIAT EAR N
1.8 m, TEMCIERE DHEEST T 5 FHIRARIZ AKALHY | AfF 0625 3500 2163 3.183 1398 0710 271
SEAREIE KRR N IR K 8 12k, oK 0750 3.625 2596 2.837 1398 0710 277
FISROLFE 1. RIRIRFEE AR R4 T 0875 3750 3028 2735 1400 0710 296

= £E

L

5 m m kg  rad/s m m m
10375 3250 1297 4.055 13890 0710 278
2 0500 3375 1730 3530 1425 0710 277
3
4
5

[y

0 |
1 4 s

RE
B4 AEIFFRIZKER
Fig.4 Models of different buoy draft

3.3 FAAAEIL R A HT i FHJE R0, DL TR i2 80 Bz i TR U 7
5 FPPEARIZ KR AR 5 1 T 00T B9 B sa iz s (RAO) WA 5 s,
2500 3000
g
- R 2
L | i 3
2000 2000 ;"rJ' 1‘%; ;
‘/\ ,TE _/'/ . o jET S
& ISOOWWWW u ]
5 I Al —— 1 Z 1000} #
- ’ | 2 =
1000 F \J R 3 )
| o 4
l S 0]
500 - |
2 3 4 s 6 2 3 4 5 6
JE /s JEIH/s
(a) BHhn o i (b)BHJE 25
40000 T 2
—— A ]
20F . A2
30000 - K
UL 4
2 150 CHEALS
Z 20000 e fo | =
10000 - i 4 |
o B S
"'. ' ’ 3 ;“A‘ ..
0 h& a%‘i‘u"\_
| > 3 4 5 6 o 1 2 3 4 5 6
JE /s JEM /s
()57 e TR B Rh (d)FE% RAO

B 5 5FEARIz KRR TR THIMIRE . BB RE, UK FE:ZIEEh T AT Z KR # R 715015 506 52
Fig.5 Additional mass, damping coefficient, wave excitation force and response amplitude operator under heave motion

of 5 buoy draft models under design conditions

P 5 (a) Al BEE P34 0, 5 RRBEEUAYG BE BEEY 1 BRI i/ N T A 4 RS 75 ] 3
B Ao o St ol Ko AR v ZERE IS R O 2 s Ak BN BR BEBR R B [, P 1E%

- 1274 -



BRIS, & LR E AR KA KR AR AT RS S AR e

JEI A TE 0 0 PN B TR T 00 g A s
P A IR, RO A R AR R Y R
KT 2 s B, BEARIRI T & R B /MK UK Ry A5
I>BER 2SR 3SR A KRN 5, 75 AH [R] &
DAL, V7 T I K R A BRI I o 11 72 s B ek
K,

S (b) Al . 20 B 28 AR (B e, B Y
BHJE RECETF O] N Ak B 1 BH)e &
B T HoAt 4 P HUGE Ry 2 426 N-s/m,
B 5 (Y RHJE REVE(E R/, 4 662 N-s/m; 35K
TR KR 2 S 2L 208/

M 5(c) AT .S PSR aR 532 8l T raZ (1)
W TR 1 Y T B A TR R I, TR
J1 K BNAME IR B 1> AR 2> R0 3> 48 Al
A>AEHY 5 BEINVR R W2 K TR BE | A 7 S8 T A 7
FIA AR | R IR RN 1 21 g, FOR 2R
P B K S, 3535 80 T sz I IR Il 71 5k
/N,

1L 5(d) AT . Bifi o T TR ) IR 3 5 e
RITES RAO H2TF 1 ) N A 6 A8 1k s G K
TR 2 S U5 () Y7 RAO W[ - FF,
BEAY 5 BRI R (19) B8 1 I /N (3);
B V7 SR K TR E R BE n , 3%5 RAO WAL 7 11
JEIBE R

PR S SHBL)E T IR W2 KR BE X ARz K A5
B Ry HISEMAANIEL 6 I

JE /s
6 FFRRZIKITIER Ry HIRS M
Fig.6 Effect of buoy draft on Ry of model
Ghirde | T 6 AT LA H B TR A
TEARNZ K BERI Rew 56 BTG RRAR; BIRL 11

Rcw ﬁaij(,y‘j 697%, %Jﬁﬁﬂjﬂ 2~2.8s EH‘,/H\: RCW

BT 400% ; BiF 5 1 Rew V(BN 410%, TEFRAR
PR TFPRAY Roy BA B KA T 25 10], vl @i
PRETF PR AT 2 BB JE SR SEE, fAfE s ahil

JeMHFE Row WK . 75— WG HE, IFR I Rew
AP Bt 25 V7 o W2 K R B P I FAAEG, TRz 7k
DRI e R oy VEIERR
4 PEERKIE

DL AT QI=h KV Ea DO R TSl W) i
AP RN, T IR TR O 1)
TNEEPE a, 1 Rew, FKE PR A4S H A 25 Rk 1 7
XF AT, 25 A S Kt A I AE 1 5K R
oF, Bk g R e 155, Bl x=5,,
41 RIEFREA IR

Py ARG 1E b E R BN RE IR ST T
VR B0 2 (9 1 KA T E AT . KR RSH 50
mx1.2 mx1.2 m(KxFixim) . 3 WK AV ER
AN AE AL A3 B3 1F YWS100-AXX 29 H 25 20 0% /5
{SCRT PY301 78 i 2 A% JEaimadE 4 7000 o, A5 )
e B SDA1000 79 H 25 5 i A)URI AR, R
FESTR N 16 Hz, iRX58 1 FE b, KAEKERN 0.9 m,
NS AR , % A 0.075 m, JE IR 0.9~1.7
s, MKAIPE R 0.1 s i A B A 7 Fros A AUAH
KSR 2 iR,

7 RBEHE

Fig.7 Schematic diagram of test set—up

FR2 WEERSY
Table 2 Parameters of conical central tube in
experimental model

BORL e ke Bk FRERK HEREE
b5 mm kg WEMmm  HEMm & E/mm

1 75 10.4 650 75 355

2 75 13.8 675 100 355

3 75 17.3 700 125 355

4 75 20.7 725 150 355

5 75 24.5 750 175 355

6 75 27.7 775 200 355

42 REER
4.2.1 PFFRIZIKIREEXHEDR Rov BRI

AR PR T 2 K TR E R JE I R o 1038 K080
&l 8 7N .

MIEL 8 AT LU ;B RIS R, 6 Rl il
B R cw P54 K5 /s ,Rew HﬂéﬁtﬂfﬂTﬂﬂ@?, B
SN 1.1~1.5 s B BRUA Row Z810F-22, 245

- 1275 -



T REREJR

2024,42(9)

Row!/%

B8 AEIFEIZKRETEY-Rw IXEHITEE
Fig.8 Chart of draft depth—period—capture width ratio

Wik 1.1 s B RO 1 (1Y) Ry SRS RAE 56.8% ;4
J%EH%] 1.3 s Eﬂ‘, *ﬁiﬂ 2 E(J Ry %Eﬁgj‘ﬂaij(@
48.7% ; K JEAIWIH 1.4 s BF  B5EAY 3 (1) Rew FR1FR K

a,/m-s?

- 1276

a,/m-s?

09 10 1.1 12 13 14 15 16 1.7
Jalrs

test data

2.0

80 §2 8;1 86 8I8 96
I /s
(a) TEfEIZIK 75 mm
207
151
10+
0.5
0.0
05 f
-1.0
_]5 L
-2.0 1 1 1 1 i
70 72 74 76 78 80
I /s
(e)TFFNZIK 125 mm

201
15r
1.0
0.5
0.0F

-10F
-15¢F+
_2‘0 1 1 1 I 1
70 72 74 76 78 80
s ) /s
(e)TRFEMZIK 175 mm

18 48% ; 4 JEI I 1.4 s B B 4 (4 Ry 3RAG5
KAH 44.6%; SFEHIH 1.5 s B, B 5.6 1 Rew
Ay RFRAE B RAE 43.8% 1 38.8%
MIF RN KR EERGINEY , AR Roy WE(E T
R, WERARDXT IO 1) JRI 3G R AN TR) R ey WAL 25 K
BT 20% , BT REIVEKIRBERSR T, Pbris sl
TINREL, H R ey VAR B B3 /0 /N T fg
B SR MW ISR TR g B, Bl U RIS K Rew B
R ST KR BEBEURET  TAR R oy WEAEL X
I FE IR A, b i ShAR T -2% | /0N 45 P G
AL EE RN L NS L kT
422 THRENZIKIEEEXITFAR a, B2
WA 1.1 s B, PRI KR EE ST IEAR a, )
SR TNE 9 Fis .,
201
151
1.0
05+F
00
-05
_10 L
_1.5 L
20 . . . 1 '
70 72 74 76 78 80
6] /s
(b)FEIZ7K 100 mm

a,/m-s?

201
151
1.0}
0.5 F
0.0

a,/m-s?

-1.0 -
~151t

70 72 74 76 78 80
M fEl/s
(d)PFEIZ7K 150 mm
207
15+
10f
0.5 ¢
0.0+
0.5
—10}
“1st
% T8 s s s 90
A )/
(£) 77z 7K 200 mm

a,/m-s?

9 AEFERZ KR E T HIF R hNE &

Fig.9 Float acceleration at different draft depths of buoy



BRIS, & LR E AR KA KR AR AT RS S AR e

MIE 9 FTLLE HY L 4 VR AN K IR SR I, 77
BRI a, VE(E R I 02 KR BRI Y a, VR
MPRREINZ KR BEAS RIS IR a, 2 AR A0 /IN T3
IR PRARTCTE R A b BRI IRAZ 8, B
PEAR 22 N BT AR LT I8 sl AR AR
IR REAR, Row W TR
4.2.3  YRE 5 05 AT L

Xof LA B e A6 SRR AR AR 4 | ik
R o WA FLAT AR 47 AR AL 556 1 1) 45
B PRI A TIOUE , [ EABEH 5 B R 1) 2
Bt HE L 3,

*3 (HEELSYEERSHTE

Table 3 Comparison of simulation model and physical
model parameters

CHL em FRE POE Bk EEIZK HERE

Y mm B/mm NA/mm EE/mm B mm 5/ mm
YFER 75 360 144 650 75 355
FERE 375 1800 720 3250 375 1775

AR BhBHE T 5 BAR T S5 Y AR A R oy
XFEeaniEl 10 prs

801

e YRR
—e— {ELAAY

0 1
0.8 10 12 1.4 16 18
Jairs
(a)<BIBAJE N 47 N-s/m
800 [ 180
e |
C600F 4 % — f TR -

S 600f e 60 <
5 SN T \ B
< / / N =
24008 S \\ N\ 40 =
g W . \ =
o \ N
200t .\ 20
0 : : 0
0.8 10 12 14 16 18

Jali/s
(b)LENFHJE 2 100 N-s/m
E10 FEEZSHIBEEE R, X
Fig.10 Comparison of Ry between simulation model and

physical model
Hi&l 10(a) AT 24 BIBHJE N 47 N-s/m B
D5 FRRL S Wy AR (R R W 5 B 4

W4 11 s i, D BT Row WE(E R 58.5% , )
PRI R oy WEAH N 56.8% ;24 F11] 1.0~1.4 s 1]
15 AR AL 5 4 B A (R R 25/ N T 5%,

et EATE TR, AR AR Sk
2100 N-s/m, HE 10(b) A%, 4 8hFHJE R 2 100
N-s/m B, {5 EAEAY Y Ry WE(E R, AT A4 35
Y Ry WEEIY 10 f5L2A 1, 3XATREAEP Ry . DA
RS BIBHJE 5 5L PR S s B A7 TR 3K 22
B QO B A B SR B B R 1%
BT RS AR Z [ B G, R AR K
WRTEAR = F Z ARG, R ok BAkr
SBNBRJE K s QBRI 20 T 8 5558
Sl X BRIE S, ESKRE K
REMAIRZ IR FER T IRZ ekt

ZE LR, {5 BRI BB AY R oy 254k
RARFEXT B, AR Y BIBE T, 5 AR L
Py RIS 25 AU G BT, BUE T FLA A
FIA R, ERTR SR X {5 AR Y 1 52 i 4
Ko
5 #ig

ARSCHFFE T WZ KR BE XA K 3l 1 24 RE Y
SN 38 3 ST TRAR I 2 I IR BB AT X T A
HEAT T ERH, JERT BTSSR R R
RIS R T T X AT AR BN R 45iE

OIFFRIBHE 2%, BB & L K 33512 3
T TAZ B IR RN 1 IR TR R 2 K IR EE RS R
TN, TEAREITETS RAO B 1T N2 K R 1Y
HERIMIE KR

QIF RN IKIREE R H: Rew SEMALK, W/NT
TRAINZ K IR BE A RT3 KIZFREY Rewo TRIRNZIKIR
FEXT Rew VEH A3 A REMARE R, Y1 R WZ 7K R B
RIS, R o WEEAELH I ) JE SRS

@iz FHEUE 5 Ty 7 RS i M AT T 14
W7 7K R R bR 7K Bl 7 27 R RE 1t 575 48 RE T 1 52
Wi, ZERRE A BHREE T, 05 BRI L, S 5 )
PRI 25 AU G BT, Sk 107 EAR ALY
AR,

SE k.

(11 ZRNBEVR & b Ko a5t R 2 [)). oh ERBHE Y, 2014
(16):219-220.

(2] SEZR AN OWRE, T IR BRI AR & R IR

- 1277 -



(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

R ERETR

RBCHTF LB REIREERE ,2021,9(1) :42-47

T, AR XU, A5 BORHF AU £ A H]
BUAR Ko S e R B 0] AR A e~ 41, 2014 (11) : 2401 -
2414.

SKEAE , 5800 , BEAN S , 25 ) 2 1 PR T 1 B R
WA T PTREA AR D, 2018,36(10) : 1567-1573
Yeung R W . Added mass and damping of a vertical
cylinder in finite —depth waters [J]Applied Ocean
Research, 1981,3(3).119-133.

Whittaker T, Mcpeake F A.Design Optimization of Axi-
symmetric Tail Tube buoyss [M].Heidelberg: Springer
Berlin Heidelberg, 1986.

Gomes R,Henriques J,Gato L,et al. Hydrodynamic
optimization of an axisymmetric floating oscillating
water column for wave energy conversion|[J].Renewable
Energy,2012,44:328-339.

0 BRRE AT, A5 O IRCB IR IR G s 13
AE e e P RE S W (9 UG AIE 58 RE UL E i€ | 2016,4

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

2024,42(9)

(1):15-19.

W SRR AF T o R AR SR IS
[ R FHAE =4, 2021,42(7) : 8-14.

SR BEAME | SR A, 25 DU 1 Ji] 1) 24 P TR BE
PEHR AR IS5 IR )] 7T HAE REIR L 2022,40(4) «
564-568.

Lopes M,Hals J,Gomes R,et al. Experimental and
numerical investigation of non—predictive phase—control
strategies for a point—absorbing wave energy converter
[J]-Ocean Engineering,2009,36(5) :386-402.

Hals J. Modelling and phase controlof wave —energy
[J].
2010,53(5):595-599.

PRI, b B Ao 45 gk 3l 7 1 R B
e e B BUBT )] K BHREA41,2014,35(7) «
1304-1310.

SAWGEIG ZR I AT B RE R AR B R RIS 1))
IR TR 241, 2010,31(8) : 1023-1028

converters Department of Marine Technology,

Study on the influence of draft on hydrodynamic performance of

oscillating water column wave power buoy

Zhou Yilun', Zhang Yaqun®?, Liu Tianjiao', Jiang Peng', Sheng Songwei*’
(1.Kunming Shipborne Equipment Research & Test Center, Kunming 650051, China; 2.Guangzhou Institute of
Energy Conversion, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Guangzhou 510640, China; 3.Key Laboratory of Renewable
Energy, Chinese Academy Sciences, Guangzhou 510640, China)

Abstract .

hydrodynamic performance. From design experience,

The energy conversion efficiency of wave energy buoys is determined by their
it is known that the hydrodynamic
performance of buoys is greatly affected by the draft depth. The article takes wave energy buoys as
the research object and conducts a study on the hydrodynamic performance of buoy draft depth.
Firstly, introduce the structure and working principle of the buoy; Secondly, establish simulation
models of the buoy under five different draft depth conditions, conduct numerical simulation
calculations, and obtain the hydrodynamic parameters and energy conversion efficiency of the
buoy under design conditions; Finally, physical model experiments were conducted to study the
capture width ratio(Rcy) of buoys under six different draft conditions, and compared and analyzed
with simulation results. The results show that when the draft depth is 75 mm, the maximum Ry of
the model is 56.8%; the draft depth has a significant impact on the peak distribution of buoy Rcw;
under specific aerodynamic damping, the simulation results fit well with the physical model test
results, with an error of less than 5%.

Keywords: wave energy; oscillating water column; capture width ratio; numerical simulation;

buoy draft
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