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Hull Form Design and Hydrodynamic Characteristic
Consideration of Planing Hull Form
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Abstract

The planing hull is designed specifically to achieve relatively high speed on the surface of the
water and is perhaps the oldest, simplest and most extensively employed member of the family
of modermn marine vehicles.

It is expected that the planing hull will continue to find increasing utilization in military and
commercial applications.

In this paper, we will describe the hydrodynamic characteristics of planing hull, discuss the
effect on planing performance.

Also, model tests are carried out in towing tank and the results are compared with
hydrodynamic technology of planing hull.
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