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Abstract
i VLRGeS Name o
ﬁ%%ﬁ A 2 —ER b v — i B ORRGE & HIEC BT 2 Bt

WEREICB I 2 EERMERO—STH HERRMIAEIL, ZHETHRENIMIBNTREND
EHEETESFHENTE, LnL, ERHIRIC &k 5 282l S-SR BIIS U2 E .
B R — e B L RIE RN O LR T AT E1EE 2 e, FRIS, IEFETIEA Y ¥ — R
—RFZBOEBEE L TCHOY OGNS A v ¥ —HJER b r— @R EIZ SN T, R (Fy ¥ —F—F)
EHRES & ORI X D MBERES~ORENHRICER S TEY, EEORE(LCUEIR & o FEE
IEOEMBRNPEENTND, ZDOL I RERICBWT, AFETIE, 4 v ¥ —RER Fo—Lif A
Zxg e LT]RY B, MITRY W TWEH Ay #—34R— N e R a8 b v — /L iE 4 5%
PR T D L L BIT, WIKEEARETIHMT Al #IFE2EA L-ER b o — L ilEigEick iy 54
v A —R— R OUWGIE & OFEREMFIENCE T 5 —#HO BB L a v Ba—4 v Ialb—va s
1T-o7,

1. BEHL v Z—F— FOBREEL & HEiERER

ZAVE TOMSETHER L 1.0 DIER B &5/ 4~ # — AR — F(HLTD: Hyper-Lift Trawl Door)¥5 & UMt
R 0.5 OMBhEAT SIS A4 v ¥ —R—(S-HLTD)SBIR &, B -i@rtsE2 A+ 5 Z & n
RSB CHEIESN WD, ZZTlE, ThbDFd v ¥ —R— RO EENLSD, ®iEH1hom
BN E N T v X —R— R 500 REEIEFEARE L, £, £y ¥ —KR—
FOWrE Rk E L TR L D Lo DMEE TR L, FEBREFEEICES WO TRE Lt
REEE 2.0 TR 23 10-20%D 25 fHOET A OWiAR T %, i 100cm/s TEHFA 20°D 544 T CFD ZF
ALTHELE, RiC, o7z CFD TR 2#MMT—4% & LT, BP=a2a—J/L%xy hU—7|C
Lo TnEHAEEEELLENBET VI Y ALY, BIHRERN R, FMERERR/IMET 5
ZEEBEME LRELET NV ERD I GO KELET VON, BT T LTI Y 20%
TR UHEREH D HLTD & RS2 i KRB E B HAMICBNWT 4.0 #8255k a G252 LM
RNz, EblL, ETAVOWENFHANB L OETVEY OWAIZE T 5 PIV(Particle image
velocimetry method)fRFEFEER 1TV, TRIREIE LRI FER S LD BT,

2. EIEHERERER o — UEORE L EERER

RIPLCHEM 2 RE2MORm S 2 L& ho—Ufl@oRGHE2 M E LT, SR N a—Lif
ZFA L L, WANEARFRPIANC &> THRERLE 1718, HA 1/5 OF A v rr~L T 1R % JLUuEf & L
THRUYE L=, ZORUEREICK LT, #hifd, KHME L OO EHic, BA 2 EEROIZIZMHEICE
RUTEHA ==~z L4 A =—~f, BIOWRERNEEROLSERECHAEZK 1.5
FICHER LIz Au /) 7 40 Ay Matha W= Aart ) 7 07420 M E 2 Z il
EL, Zi D OBHE O 2R 2 R RE B T~ 7=, JitiED 40-90cm/s DOFIFHIZEIT 5 =2 D
FAEORE OB S I REREN RN o720, A ar~AF OB T, 1M =—~
MeFAmt 747 A MEAOEFUIMEARREORBDEE LIZFFE U <A 30%D Lz, —H,
~y R =@ FRNEH I e — /b T, WOEH2Y 40cm/s 205 90cm/s £ THEINT B IZHEW,
M8 S 39 40%0 L= Z STkt LT, oo vichA4 MERHWEEE OO E S I3iE 0%
I E B TIFIF—ETHY, ER Mo —AH@{Icb A NOFERTHEN D v,
3. TR K BIRGBEL ORI FEOBRFRE




JER R e — LRI BV T, Ay ¥ —R— FOUERIEEMHIE 21T 2 72012, Ay ¥ —FR— )
Wi L2 ORI E 23T AN ER S D, T 2T, =FE VKRS HITA ORI (B
100m, ZKE&HE Sm, ZK¥E 1.5m) ZFIH L7oBRIRMEER 21TV, U — 7RI K D EE O] 4 il 2
7o EBRTIX, K27V — MNEBE® 30m 205 10m HET, £ 10m, EE 10ecm OH CRigk :
0.4-0.6 mm), /A CRIEE : 5-15mm) & KA CRIfE : 40-50 mm, SEWOEMERIKICHY T 5) 28
LT, IR0 T —7 e/ NIRRT 5 2 B0 01 T, B 50, 60, 70cm/s DZENEIIZIBNT
FAROT —T R %G Uiz, Bk 25Hz CHIENT 5 O U — TR ORRIT — 2 v b
i U722 M, R AR L O = —7 Ly b OZHES O 30 FEF M EZ FRAT — 2 O R &
Ry R E LT, BUSE LT HMERY7 N EHEZRLFEED SOM =2—F ) %y hU—27 DO ASE
L, 140 HOERMEZME LLERBDZ 7 X% —%17\, DBI(Davies-bouldin index)fEIEE D5 Hn 6
RO KENH D EHETE T, S5, HIESNIREOREZ H 18 & Lt & %% LvQ3
Za—INRXy NU—=ZIZ LD E =i EAT o Tefb ik, EREEO =27 ) — N, Wi, /N,
KA DFFBIEMREERIL 80%LL ETH Y, U—T7 98I X 5 22 ifa 5 BB OB FE O H ME S MR &
iz,

4. BRUZERRNC X 2 BB R 2 2bDRS

WIGEE O & L& blc, RETORAONRE MWty ¥ —FA—FOolE, vy ¥ —KR— KDL
Bia ) by X — R — FOMEIEEMBEIC R DERWVERTH D, ZNETONETEHZTRLE
FOVEBREEOBIIFE RS, KBICHT DT =T EOUNR—ERGA, WP OA4 v &4 —KR— KON
IMERIZEADB & Ay Z#— R — RO E R EORMEIEEIZ S - L BT HZ Lnn, mBiEEFE UL
U —TRNN Ay X —R— FRONIMERHEEZHEE L, 15 672k R0 bl OB S RiE% Tl L 7=,
=FE VRSO BHAKEIZIBNT, KECHT LT —TEOHZE 2.8 005 13.5 5% TE 2 TH.M
ML 50, 60, 70cm/s DZ LU TRMERZITV, RO T =Tk E &bz, vy F—R
— N OMERV FE 2/ MUMERIGE T, thElEE A4y ¥ —R— KoMEz2 BRCEHLEZ, V—78E DD
RERAT —Z B HE LT HMERY "2 RBF =2 —J )V %y hU—7DASIEE L, v & —R
— FOWIMERIAEA Mg & LI b EhmZ2ER L, Bo7eRins 73.8%I2%4 7% 620 HOT
— X CHRMTOF v X —R— RONIMERAE 2787 SUUNORECTHE CTE /-, EIhio A v
S —R— ROBERHAE L BEEANLRD ST Z—R— PRk & e T EZREHE & o
EZNDT N SNRETH -T2,

5. 77 V4N B4y X —FR— ROBERBEY I —Vay

iR U7z AL Hfiz X 2 BIRE OB & 4 v ¥ — R — RORMEEROHEERK RICESE, KET
T 2FEEO Y 4 CFHIBEIFIEC L DA vy ¥ —R— ROBEERME I =L —ra v a{To7-, k1T
XU TFHEEN-ET, KE LA v ¥ —R— FORBERN DA v ¥ — R — ROBEEEREZ RO,
fe—n 27 AOEEB ROV —TEOFEELZFHEL, BHonzUv—700 L (700X
Bx L) OfEREEa~ FEELTY 4 v F~EE L CTRIEREZITS ; HiE2 Tidt vy ¥ —R
— ROBEEEBEZ 2~ > REE LT, & 2R ORBEERERE L O 2 L OREREZE O 2 bR 2 BB RS I
ST, 77 VA RO — R, ROFEZO T ¢ FHEEZFE L, V4 F~EEF L TH
ERINZAT 5, BRI DY 4 FHRE—EOFIE G IETIE, 4y F—FR— ROWEZEIZA— " —T =
— FEET ONT, BERMOEWR o7, — 07, v v TFHEL T 7 ¥ 4 HlH L725E T,
v Z—R— ROREECICA == a— b7, BERMLELS D, £, V—7Ehov
—ZEH/NI<IMALND T EDBFEND DAL,

LLED X 51z, KFFECIIBIREEEFEE AWeEmE 4y 4 —3R— FORS & AR iR &4
JEH b e — AV EORGETE1T O L LIS, V=T RN DBBEEOHNFIEL IO v 4 —R—F
DEBHEE T EERE L, —#HOFERRIL, 4y & —NER b — gl 5487 - B
FORBUCEND 2T TR, A% AL #i 2R LcA v 7 —R— FOWFEIEMH IR VICR
MOZ LB END,
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1.1 A v —HNER e — LRELT B ERE

A AR o i i i 22 E BT 1980 4R IR AL & B — 7 1T R WY 22 8 1
PREVTUN D, AEPERR A O F 2R RIE, iAo R 5 K Sk o 52 0 1

EEREOEEROHODRLA TV EROBY N ETF SN DB, =
NODORKRZRWNTCOBRELAERITRKRE L TCRADMBEMICH 5 (Fig.
1.), —F5, HAOKEYOFEEIEZ CBY, TOM/BEITET LIC
ML TWs, ENOKBICEELT, HATHE~BARKOKEY %
HESEL720ICY, MEALAEREOHER - HMARD L TWD (KE
A, R 28 ) KEE IR O RFFER 2 R H & ATREIC T 2 72 1T T,
ARRRDORERLHBIEORSG, MEVMEEORERSICLY GHN R
WEEHZITDRTINIT R D20,

WEmET, BARATIIEmBERER DN 20%(Fig. 1.2a), £+ HE
T EHAEREREDORN 50%Fig. 1202 HO MR BERTH
D, WE-MENPOREINDIZHEESKRRANTEHLHEEFICRMEL,
KEMILER EMBPEEDFEHRIC G L E AR RRBER TH DL, £ O
T, WO oKFEIEMEIZA Yy F—AR—FEHWLRMEBE, Wb D
Fo B —KIER b o — Lk ¥ (Fig. 1.3)% & e 0 AN O /N & iR
0%, Fig. 1412/ FT8Y, 1990 F 25 45 77 b > itk O a5 & 5 HEFf
S TWd, =5, TNETOLFy ZF—XNER b — LRETRL
FlagaZEHBE L, <L 0L RET LI L2HEEL L THIFERER
ERfibh &, L2LBETIX, 295 LB RO
OMWMBEENOWRIZEL > T, BEZROBIDDBEINDIDHRLT,



MHEARRICERBLRIET EZ20NE& 20 0MBEREEINT
WhH, RIS, Ay =R —FPlREEEMLAPORMEIND A v H
—XER b — V¥ (Fig. 1.HTIE, MERKEILLEAADZ L, %
OIS Es27-DICHVWONA A vy X —AR—RFEMFEINLE&REOKSE
DK ETHlETFonsdzd, EIBEB L-®BEICOALEZEY %2
BV E27E20 TR, WEMTEORESHRY O B ILH(O Neil e al.,
2011; Mengual et al., 2016)7¢ &, EAALWHEO A B L (LI 5 F
BEME D FE 4 & LT\ 5 (Oberle et al., 2018; Amoroso et al., 2018;
McConnaughey et al., 2019), T 721 T <, BHICL > TRKED I H
DN THERBED OFEEZRT, BHAFEZECHRY OB 1PN, KR
P — L ETAEMHE L ZNEZRY B RE, T 2bbilFEARER
~OEZ B R/NRICMA LN O AEFEHZITOREE~DOEENED
hTwb

S BT, A ORFEBLY CILEA 2M#F A2 T, Fig. 1.5 ®#@E Y 60
WU EDOWREZTN 4FU EE 5D D OKEAE, V30 FE) @it
NHEATHDLREOHR T, v & —RNER Fr—LREICB Y T,
BZRXINX—RE bz G0 AENFoR EE EbIT, BRSOARE
FNDOEBEEEER LERENEOED T, Wb IMBEREOMREE L
WHOHMTAH Yy F—RAER e -V REOKENRRDLNLTND

1.2 A v 7 —=XJER b o — v B osat &l #4078 o 3R

FEME~ORBRLASELT T, KRMEBEOBIELBR DR

AREMT DR E LT, MBEORG - AR RENNED S
nNTBY, v —FR=—FRL b=Vl EELZELEMEELZ TE HR



DS T — B LWL OEMEEOKRE), MEXET HEHD S
H 25— [Eo®RE(l] OMIZ (Sainbury, 1996 ; FAO, 2003 ; Browman
et al.,2004 ; Valdemarsen et al., 2007 ; ¥2 F, 2007), Z 46 DB Z T
RTELS T AR LK & oA 72 & o B o6l 8 i o o 5
B £ 1T T % (Browman et al., 2004 ; KA &, 2005 ; Kotwicki et

al., 2006 ; Weinberg et al., 2006 ; ¥ &, 2009),

1) &84y % —AR— KoK

ot —XNER I —LREIBNT, v —FA—FiZhe—
MErZFRREIEEEIULEBE A ELTCoORBEEEMOZLEAICERS® 5K
Mk & L CoOBRERELREHLZFL, e — ViBETIIEELRABETDH
., MAZIKTH2ZENERBNTHLOT, LMK E L TOMERMN
HEHEIN, xR Ad vy X —FR—FPABI MBI TE D, L
NuERTHNBREN 2.0 2822 ORD7Rv (FAO, 1974 ; 2 H,
2001 ; Balash er al., 2015 ; Mellibovsky et al., 2018), £7-, #MekHl o &
BEYTChHOLIA X —AR—FEEMEELIEGMET H2RFICRY 05 FE7
TR ATREBREEDRFIFEETITLATEY, KEBKRRIEFTH
5,0, vy Z—R— FogGHm B2 X2/ FEER T I,
MEHOAMEZ RKIBICRB T2 TR, Ay & —R— RO/
HEATHELEMEBOEOL T I ENTE S,

Shen et al. (2015) X MERL L 1.0 @ 1E 5 B dhi i o b F 3 dig (2 3@ Y 72 I
WEREESZOLORERWMR LI AT, & 6B dh ko7 m Al 2 2 53
W WIRICHE L& 4 v 4 — R — F (Hyper-Lift Trawl Door,

HLTD)ZBA¥ L=, M ZEHOBEICH T, MMEDN LB/ NSty



Z—AR—RFTIX, ZOLETmICERINDIEERIEG I OM EICHFS
TLZENAKFEREEEZFHALZRAO AR IV HES L TWD

(Fh &, 1994, 1996) 23, Z DX 9 Rt D /NS WA v X —R—F
IERMEICHWD &, EROEELZ T CIEM OB+ 5 2
ELINEFTORBRCTHEND DN TWD (Crewe, 1964 ; FF 5, 1993a,
1993b), HLTD BNERMIZHEH N D L EDHNOKTEZP 2D
T E G DY) AR PR ARk T A e a2 Y T S %7272 HLTD (%,
EERFFLEPEFOm G ED 2.0 2B 2 RERGHIRBEMHERFTE D
A OFPH D 15tk D Z & WA TR TH LI, B D LM )2
ERBRIC L R S L= (You et al., 2020a), F 7=, I EICILL FH
SN TWDHRE A v Z—R— F (Mt © 0.5 AifR) 1ZHEM HICKRT D
ZLITHR LT, B(2017)I% HLTD @ Fr# & 3 L THERLEL 0.5 O ffi B #E
& m 4 v % — 38R — K(Sub-wing hyper-lift trawl door, S-HLTD) % B
L, HFERIC 23 Z2BA5mWH IKREEHAELI LTS, L
L, HLTD & S-HLTD O i /5 & & M 25°R/1#% TOHLtb 2 2.5 LLF T
bbb, Ty F—AR—FOEEREFZL2I2GHEN/DNTE, BE
W52\ NDICEIL2BRMBOHEERNL I, EIXNERL T 2D
prMom g TR, Witk e bod vy X — R — FORFEN
WETH D,

—J5, TRNETEH Yy X —KR—FOWAENFEMEIZHEB L7ZBHBUEO
2 IR EBRIC L - TiToi, BEERIC» 5 REHA, &ITR2R
METHITTCE OB ORNIROEND Z L, K7 dhE % 5K
TOHLIENHNETH - 72, EF, EAEI AT (computational fluid
dynamic, CFD)f##Hr N H 58 TH H W 6541 TV %5, Takahashi et al.

(2015) X EE M 4+ » ¥ — K — K (Biplane-type otter board)% xf4:{Z CFD



BT 2 B A, VAR )RR, WAL O AT AL o T A B B 2B & bl L
TExDOHREMME R LT, CFD iz MW T HEMAF v ¥ —R— |
(multi-element otter board) @ R LB K FKEILOWFEFH b A 5,
AT DO HEIZPTBROA v F — AR —Faextg & L TxiEEfkEZIT\V,

Bk E#Eiba ki LT R%MELEZZERFREINLTWD
(Leifsson et al., 2015; Jonsson et al., 2015), & 512, CFD fi##r & F]H L
T3IREEREZ L OEEMF v X —AR—F@EBL,2017)E ZLER T »
2 — R — K(Xu et al., 2018)Dx@ELME LT TS, LarL, Z
NWE TS RIS HERF » ¥ — 4K — K (Monoplane-type otter
board) D JZ IR AL ITOWT DM ERITIEEAER NN To, £,
F =R —RNOWEITREELEZDORHY OWNE & DORIEE & D7 &K
WL FEOZREMZHERTOLELHDLEXLTWVD,

2) IRIEHUER b v — /L o5

AFETEERMOMILTIE, 2y Ry ROMEBREICOVTHES
<HrbnTEaied, vy —XNER e — LEEOREEILDO 60%LL
CHOLERHEOBBTHIBICE T 2 EIE, 2 RO e — il R
FIERF IR S A, i, KR CTHLPRE e — Lo XD I,
MO EOHEMEIINRY REVWEGEH WL HEOEHNHE X LM
» D,
JER b o — L o BRI O FZE 6] & LT, M85k &M < LTk R
ICENLLBE Y FEAR Y =F L it (Ultra-High Molecular Weight
Polyethylene, UHMWPE, pi5E4 : # £ =—~, Dyneema) & AR YU 7 I

K€ /7 47 A (Polyamide monofilament, PAmonofilament, p% 72



4T 7 R) ot e RMnwWizHmE RS, W EREKBRORE, +
HREOKGITEZBADIE L Z L, BMAF o RIMEE &R
S 472 (Sumpton et al., 1989; A F &, 2005; Parente ef al., 2008; 4 H &,
2015; Sterling et al., 2017), fEfiOmx L HH, XXX LDOFE L LH R
EOBERNIZED Pr— OB HIEMbERE SN TWD RS,
2013; AB{# 5, 2014; Broadhurst et al., 2014a, 2014b ; Broadhurst et al.,
2017),

Fo, MEOBETEIBWTEHE XA MER L FEE L TIE, U
—TRTITANNVEDORIKXNA vy X —AR— FEBEOFHEIZLDIKE
RMEOFHENBIEN TV D (BEES, 2014), Hi#EEIZB W T,
=OULEDOERME (~y Fre—7RSOAFHE : 14.63m, 77 Fn
— 7 REOEFE 976 m) ICHEBOA Y ¥ —KR— FEFEH T 2 HE
FHEN, ALK ESO~y ke—7L 7y e —7%E#L7-H—
DER Fr— L#FELLEL T, RHEEID 10%-20%HK T 25 Lk,
BN FITHEEFLARWEFIERY BT 540 TW % (Suuronen et al.,
2012; Broadhurst et al., 2013; Balash et al., 2014; McHugh et al., 2015,

2017).

3) Ay —XER b — i E o i

2010 FF D EWM L ARPESA S 10 B K E =5 (COP10) TiE, #Hfa
KT R ERERICH T 2IREORAREELELL T Lo - BE
LEITFORTWDHAER,2019), L2rL, EzHEIEL L, =EXE
FAREDERBFORENHHFTCERIRD, ZOD, BE~DFE

WHEMT 52 LT TR, ERDTHLHEMBUOF v ¥ —K— F



DHEIE~DHEMEZBT DL 10, v X —FR—FORZHEEKSE 5 #
XFTEPRERBIRLTWD

INFET, Ay xr—RFEB M — LM@ICE LTI, Mo MREE,
FLEUV—T7EOHLANICI2MOBRREMEEZ M LERSE, BAR
BTN K DB GRMAT CHRANTZER H 5 (815, 1994, 2001 ; Hu et al.,
1995 ; Reite, 2006 ; Park et al., 2014 ; Reite et al., 2014 ; Gonzalez et al.,
2017 ; Chen et al., 2018), F£7=, FE b — LT X7 AEHEBIIL L,
= OB R 2 T BESE (L, 1991) REMEET LICESL T
VY —aryhta—7%H W% (Lee et al., 1995, 2000, 2001; Park et
al., 2019), v —HF )V PIDa2> bt —F%2HWIEAt vy X —Frr—)L T R
7 IO I & 4T o 72 BF 92 (Johansen et al., 2002), T-S 7 7 ¥ — R E £
TN DHE he— L 0BEBIZE T 545 (Zhou er al., 2013)72 & 73
oD, L2rL, ZTaboiEiMnbhE e —L#EIZRE SN, £
DELFA v X — b — N AT LE=ZOOER (M, &y ¥ —FH—
R, M) cfimshTnsd

— 7, R TEY EF DM TIE, MAENEIKEEML D5
s, BRI Los TIHAHESEBEREY (N4 7740 0%) 2@
BT L0, BNV AT LAOFEHFHELITRES AL, EEY
WCHlGE LA, WU REE A L iR & A F RIS B’ Y S (Amdal
etal.,2011; Longva et al.,2013), EEW & T 5 7= O, M IZHEIGIC
JEE M AAT 5, LaL, MMAERT 5L, ERELIIAKO Y —
THRRELOT, Ty Z—A—RNEIENTLE>LALH Y, HEDOHK
fe 1% T & 72 < 72 5 (Johansen et al., 2002), Z DO X 512, ERMEHRE LD
JEEm— B ELD b EY R BB L D,
FovZ—RNER M - LVHEOBERMEICET AN EONITDON



TWen (B%5, 1983 T 6, 2006), MEFOKRERIC K D HEEE
HEEOR B AL W2, EHICEE-S> TRy, Bk oK 8 EERE
TIE, IRRIFEZEORBRLEBICL > TRERE (V—7) 2 KkED
3-6 17, BIROHHMBETIIIHIZERSHBEOVHLTIThbhLTWd, KR
MEECBEBWTAH Yy Y =R —FOLEHERGH S 5720 100%, #B¥E
FoORBEORMEIRELZMOILERD D, — KW, BHIZEIT 5 R
BEOMBELHEREM EICBEVWTY 7L 4 A TEETLEREL LT
HMERZAALLREEREERH D, L, KEEMALOTH
ARENTIEHEB - HMOREMERCHER TETE -2 E M T
v, ZTO LX) RBROFTHRALEEOHEMAESG L e —LARD
RERERLEOEEREREIDGET L2 BN VEAETHL, D
e, Ka A FTHERGIREFREZERT 22L&, B¥ED oK R/
Ho®RfREEzH#HN cCEr 2748 (RMEESOR X 510) 23T
LLENEETHL, ThboDFHREFMALEAO A vy X —Fr— )b
VAT LAOBREHIHAREMEL, BIG~BATHEIA Yy X —R—FD
B EE SO Ay X — e — LR BENEHR TX 5,

1.3 AK#Fzeo B & s

AWFZETIE, Ay 2 —XNER P —LVIRECBWTAEN - F T X,
SOHICHBIKAERRR~NDEBEZHEMT DO OF v 7 —HR— F oK R
MOEHZAHE LT, EF/NETHFNNRTVEHE A v X —F—F,
TR EEEMBEEM b — L ZHET D L L LIC, BREEZ RS
T2L2HBT AL #tihzEH LA v ¥ — R — 8 OB K #2070 L
ZFBABTMEELIT O, AmXiE 7 EHRLTHY, BAENICIEZL TR



T EHED TE T,

il &, HoECiE, A v ¥ —FR—RFRo@io=RILE2BHL T,
MRtk D R&E WA v —AR—F (HERL : 2.0) 265 & LT, &%
B KA, BB M T D el b E A BT 5 FEED — D
Thr2EREELFIELZREL, B OromGiitt vy ¥ —AR—F
DRFEEZIT->Tc, RIZ, RE{LFETRKROONTEA Yy X —FR—FNET
VO TTFEER CZ DY ORI DOV THRIEERZ 1TV, BRE
WAL FFFIEO RS ML BT LTz,

O3 ETHE, R THBMARE MO EmSELOKEER e — b
Maet T 2HMT, 68O e — % AL L, BN 2]
X > THER L 1718, BELK 1/5 OoF A4 a v~ FRAHE (LHEHE)
AHIELE, ZLTCEERE ZEIREBEOREZ S OMEM A LN T2
HIfE T, fhif, RAMB IO MEOFTEEHIZ, BEZ2ITIEM/ICIEKRL
A ==, BEOMEAERIIERESICHMS LTEAEH 1.5
BICIWER LT A w2/ 7072 Mgt HnWicBilf@z2zn <
NREL, ZhaboMikit E 2R AKEER CH AL, £, BT
ODROVIZHTA P ZHWEBBER TV, be—/v#oif B 54
Bl & i LT,

BAETIE, Ay —A— FOBERMEHZIT O 2DIC, RMEREICA
Yy A=A NN BE LS ORGEEOM FIELHEET IO
FP=FT UMK AORMAMEO 227 U — MNERERICHH, /h
AERAEZZNZNHRL, AR MERBRICIY REEHEZ L ICEL
DT =R ENRENFHHFHB LI, Hohicy —TE) O

RINT — X B MESR PV TERLTCHA 2 LEE OB ML~ v

=2 —F V% v bU— 7 (Self-Organizing Map, SOM)D A J1Jg & L,



W IEE D7 7 A X — %17 - J=, DBI(Davies-Bouldin index, DBI) & #Z {i
ZMNT SOMBERNDIEE OB Z W L, Kl ZEE % &
ELTHMMEEROFEER v v ESIb=2— TV Ry NTU—7
(Learning Vector Quantization, LVQ)Z % L TEHE O X ¥ — U # 5 %
TV, Z ORBIREE 2R L,

S ETIE, HEARRICLVIBAEORBEIRE (Wt vy ¥ —DB X,
Ty Z—=R—=FORE) ORX{bx iz, KELZHTLHIV TR
DA 2806 135 FTEZX TRMAMERKBREZITY, iSO T —
TRRFNEE S T, Ay X — R — FoEEH LN R A G T,
MR EA Yy ¥ — R —FOMBIIAEMRTIFMLEZ, RSN Y —
TRDOERINT — X HfiEm LA U FMEST NV THRBL, K
BIEB¥ =2 —7 /% v b U — 7 (Radial Basis Function, RBF)® A 7] J&
EL, Ay —AR—RFORNIMAR A EZHHE L L7s & dh i % 1F R
L7, £, BIWAKEER CHLNTEA vy ¥ —FK— KON EF A
EEHIBREOMBEERWT, £y ¥ —R— K& LR TR
FEH & FEBRIC X 2 EWME L B L2,

FHOoWmTIX, V—7ENOE=FI) T hbAX—FL, Al Hiffic
LW BEREOHRMNEA Y X —R—FORMPELROHEEHRICE S
T, ZooflAFEENALEA Yy X —A— FOBEKRML I 2L —
VarvEffol, FE1BZ v v FHRER-EOLAIL, KHEEED
DFERNORBICA vy ¥ —AR— RROBEEBEBHELRO, v ¥ —hno
— LV VATLOEHFBRANSGUV T REOMEBELHEL, Bbhi-
D—70/OV B LELINVITEE FTOoOREELZa v FMEELTY 4
VI ANEE L CHEREBIEEIT O B2 IR ERM A o~ REE L,

LKA DOA X —HR— NOBEEEREDZE (LY 1 -60 cm-60 cm)
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FOHEEEOEE (LY -0.1 m/s-0.1 m/s) % HLEEREIC 41 C,
Tyl EON— NV EEALTKROKADO Y 4 FHE (L
Y 1-0.2 m/s-0.2 m/s) ZEFE L, U4 F ~xE L THIEEAE L £
T5, o4 U THEN -EOHIEELOT YL TFRHEL 7 7 ¥
AHEST LAy =R —FORERME I 2L —va r&21To7,

KBIZ, B TETIIINETCOMEKEROERLZITV, RAEBSR%
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Fig.1.1 Fishery production per year in Japan between 1960 and 2018.

12



1400

(@)

810¢
910¢
¥10C
¢10¢
010¢
800¢
900¢
¥00¢
200¢
000¢
8661
9661
7661
661
0661
8861
9861
7861
861
0861
8L61
9L61
vLO1
cLol
0L61
8961
9961
7961
961
0961

stow net

purse seine
bottom trawl

S o o o
S © 2 2
S ® ©

(suoy puesnoyy (1)

BUN]D) “poypetu AIaysiy Jo yoje)

1200
200

Purse seine
Bottom trawl

-held

Stick

1000

T T T T
=] = ] ) o o o
=] < < < <o =] < < =]
=) eel ~ h=] v =+ —

(suoy puesnowy 1) uede[ ‘porpown A10USy Jo RIRD

Fig. 1.2 Catch of fishery method in Japan between 1960 and 2018 (a), and catch of fishery method in China between 2000 and 2014 (b).

13



Sediment suspension

Fig. 1.3 Schematic of the bottom otter trawl system.
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Fig. 1.4 Catch of small-scale bottom trawl, purse seine and large-scale set net in Japan between 1990 and 2018.
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Fig. 1.5 Age composition of fishery worker in 2017.
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2w @mBLA v =R — FORRKIER S MR R

2.1

2
e

Famlck Rz k51, HEaiRBRkEs - TOMETCLKBLELENE
O &)1 A v ¥ — R — K (Hyper-lift trawl door, HLTD) %, H &K & B2
REOM G &b 23 MA@V NRERHELNDD, KRG IHEHK
G0 MAMIT TOEHIED 2.0 BELM W EHEND ATV
% (Shen et al., 2015; You et al., 2020a), F 7=, HEFiLL 0.5 OB EAF &
RER & 85 /) A v # — R — F(Sub-wing hyper lift trawl door, S-HLTD) % B
FENTRBY, B 23 2B 28 KGHRESGON DA, @
O HLTD & [FEE, A 25°0i % COHBPILLN 25 BETH 5 (4,2017),
F o Z—R— FNOBERBRIWEKNFEED —D>Th DHILEL /NS TR,
WAERE OB MICE S RBELHMATLES, 20k, MO X
WAy H—R— FERFHT DI, B (EEA) om Eo sl b T,
Bl moO s b EETHD,

AKETEK, ;B hroaHBntbtoty 4 —FR—FNEHBT L2
IHNETHME L TE KM FERIC K D EATHET OGRS EHH 55 R
bz, BARE» EKRIb, FUAORESENMET 2R R EFIEE
EL, kb FETRKkOONTES v ¥ —KR— FNETVOFAK T KM
BELOZOED O Z A~ D MGEFER 21T\, B IR A b iR EFF 15
D FH M EBRFL T,

2.2 MEHE HIE

17



221 F v Z—AKR— KOOI R #ELFE

MEAELL 23 2.0 OHWIERM A v ¥ — KR — REMMFRERIR L Lz, WrmPik
XY i f(Bézier Curve) THRIL L ZEE O A v 4 — R — ROk
Rk % CFD f#r i H ML, =2 —7 /%y U — 7 (Neural
Network model) i & i ifi vk & £ HHYE Iz 7 /L 2 U X A (Multi-Objective
Genetic Algorithm, MOGA)IZ X % & IR & i@ /. F % (Shape Optimization
Approach)Z fI[H L C, mBhromGHikkod vy ¥ —R—FET V%

Kb 7=,

(a) NV =

e —nLREICFHE NG vy X —FR—RFROZLIE, ExrzHDO—
KoM Eansd, —OoH MR ElRB Ay ¥ —KR—FK
MBIETHHMHAINTWD R, Bk —EmEROAF vy ¥ —KR—F
WEW, TIZTIE, mmhémBnrEons Aty ¥ —R"— FoOW
mEREZHFTT DI, vy F—FR—FOKBEEREZ Y = i
(Park et al., 2010 ; & 5, 2013) THET I L & L7,

Ny i R WX LT, N+1 f# @ # f# £ (Control point) Z Py
(k=0,1,.. . N)L EL, ZD&x, " oliBIZINKDONY = i g & FEE
nNb, 2 OHET xy i EDO R Pe (xx, yO)ZHIERELTHWS, *E

RO Ry = g fIix oL E o FHIE S Pl NN T A —H 1% LT,

n

Ru(t) = ) BE(® Py 2.0

k=0
ELTHZLND, ZOXHF D B, XV v a X A K (Bernstein

basis polynomials)® 5 2 2 TH YV, T o6 1 FTEMLL,

18



UToXTEZLNS,

BE(t) = Cktk(1 — )k = th(1 —)nk (2.2)

k' (n = 1)1}
F v —R— FOELE ()& F T, Hl 5 o FEEZ2 8K T TET,
B AT & Po (x0=0, y0=0), % &% Pi(xn=lc, yn=0)& L7z, bu— LifaZk
RS2y 2 —AR—FEIREaX 2227201, 725 ~<
2 EIC L AN LD & FE LT, Fig. 2.1a lR”T X212,
RoOAl, #BEOMIZ=2>0f#EE2H T2 &L Lz, 6, #ixoMHE
EREBRVWCZORRERATI20ICETIRALEKOABEIL 6
Thbh, TNENDOTRE ER/XTZ A —F % Fig. 2.1blZ L, 77

RTOETIVDORY IE 20% LN & L7,

(b) FEBRFHE L & CFD AT

—HREIC RN T A=A R D EZOMAES DT HITRE THEML T
WL, TNHDOMAEGDLEEZT T CFD THRITT2ICIEFEENST
TLHOT, ERXRIZEIDFERFTHEIZL > T ERORF NI A—ZD
MAGLEE SKERD L255HEFH T, BIRLEET LVOWRK D %
CFD AT L » THH L 7=,

i A I XYL ME CFD fig#r ¥ 7 F 7 = 7 @ ANSYS Fluent & I\ 72,
7t % F 151X Reynolds Averaged Navier Stokes (RANS)J5 #2 2 & A BR K f#
Bk - THES B D & L(ANSYS, 2011), &L £ 7 /L 12 1% Realizable k-¢
£ 7V, BEBI%XIZ X Enhanced Wall Treatment Z# % & L7, 7=, fiiH
TR I B 998.2 kg/m?, K5MEF2 %% 0.001004 kg/ms™', /K& 20.0°C O i /K
E LT, BRI E B LK O+ % Fig. 2.2 I8 L 7o, BHRE K
CELTEIFKRZZFEL, AOAMLLETNLETOHEMNEZ 5 FEEE (50
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EL,BIREAA X —AR—RrbH A ETOERE 15 5 EXE(15¢)
EL, AHEEBKOEIX 10 FRZE(00)E Lz, BREMGE LT, #HHE
EI O 1 m A AL R (nlet) & LT, WAMmIZHNAWE D % it i
(Outlet) & L CIE N PMHSFIMFICHRE L MEIX 100ecm/s & L7z, £ 72,
B O REIXHEN B L F 2T R0 KM EWNoslippx iz, 20
ftt o 1 (X A WIS N 2 b D (Freeslip) & Lz, A v ¥ = OARL
121X ANSYS ICEM (ANSYS, 2011)Z H Wiz, A v ¥ 2 lZIXIEME = A
BLERBEBAKTOMATRDO A vy 2z, BEREAK T I8
M S & 4.0<10° m (y'=1.0)& L, LI D Growth Rate & 1.2 & L TH v
Z—AR— FRENPDL 10 EAERKL -,

WERELE 2.0 OB A v X — R — R TIE, ‘KB HOH LR 5AA
(T 18-25°HT%& TH D (v MW, 2001), Z Z TIXEMA T 20°fF L ICRE L
THHESNDZEEZREL, 25 HOET AVOWMKIZAM 2000220
TN L7z, CFD fig#r CHEESNLHB A L, i D ZHWVT, HI%
B CL(=2L/pAU?), Hi11%%¥% Cp(=2D/pAU & Kb 1=, =72 L, p Lk
DEE, UILHFEAEE, 4 34y —F—FOoRmBEE R L, £
FHEEICE SWTREREFLE 25 HOETADRT XA — X LR %

Table 2.1 (2787,

(c) 2% H 0k R &

Z A L &3, BREABPNERGFET 2REAMED Z & 245
T, BAETOH OO EREREALTOISLE, BWEKRLTHL
— A 7OBBRICRDIZENSZ VY, KEMRIT -SICEE LT %W
LIcfE2/Ro0ERHL, Z0LE, BHOBNEHEZ Z L LA
ICHET D ENAARARME N — MMREIES, KBFZETIX, 4 v
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=R —FOHBHHERERILT L2 ENENTH LD, Btk H
MR EIZ2 20, BHRKE LI NBREOMT L b/ WHEIZE D E W
Bl O 2R T 272012, B EEL TH I REE R KL, Hi%
Baek/Me+y 22BN EL, ROYBWZLHNKELMEZLT O
LIOCEERT D,

Find the control points x ={x1,%X2,"**, Xn} (2.3)
To minimize the -C, and Cp F(x) ={-C.(x),Cp(x)} (2.4)
Subject to bounds xt < x < x¥ (2.5)

L, FOOIXEMER, x IXRFANTA—FOXT7 b, ¥, x 134

REFFRNTA—HZDTREERBORT FLVTH D,

(d) =a2—FNxy FU =7 FTI)ILOHEE

CFD i ic X » Tl K2 HEERR L LS &+ 5 &, RElDOX
WEHHR Z LI CFD T2 TR T id e 63, EEIZH D KEIT
K&< 7> TL%EHXu et al, 2018), —JF, BEOFRFEKL BHE
BiebhrBRE2 AU THET 2IGEMEEEFAT LI LICTL-T,
R EBICH T OENERLZBRFEICEN T 52 EBAMEICRY, Ki#
fLiehr»rsEMzEKCES, 22T, =a2a—J 3y hUY—7%F
FLAEREAL OSEMEEZMERLE, =2—F 0%y hU—2Z71F, A
B OMBEREDHMED RSN Ea L P a—F— L TERATIEDITED
nNrEHFbET LV ThHD, B TFEHIZEWT=a2—FLxy U —7
AEBVSELIBICHVONDEZ T AT XA EFI RNy 7 FarrF— g
(Backpropagation)N& 5, Ny 7 FuNF— g (BPILLE X —& 7
feroFBHBEELNGFETALVIY XALATHY, HLHFET —ZN

Ezohlex, ZEX—% 7 ool hnH%ET—42 L -1+ 5
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WA BOBMOMEMELEETLIEVWIFEHEETHL, Ny 7T
PN —vary=a—I 0y hU—27 (UUF, BP==2—7 /x>y bk
J— 27 LMELR) O %E Fig. 23 1Rk Lz, RIFICE i ix AJTE A~
A ESRG=1,2, ..,n), n ZIANBOKTHDL, Wyl i BB OANHE D
H5iFEHORNLE~OEARG=1, 2, ..., p), plIBNEOHTH D, Wi
T/ ERORNE»D kFEROWNNE~DER(k=1,2, ..., m), m [T H T
@O THD, Wi BP =2 —F vy VI —7 O HfEx£T, BP
—a— IV Ry b= OB 2T FIILLTFTOBEBY TH D,

1) BP==2—J Vv xy b =27 OW#k : A7 —% (ANJJE x,
HEY) K&, Ao =y hOf n BEREDO=2=y FD¥ q,
HhEo=az=y bOoKEmEREL, SEBOER w; & wi, BB
NAT A (BE) a EHIIBOARAT X b ZkD5H, RIZ, FHE
ByxhHx T, BEBAEEERT D,

2) BRhgomhtFlHNE - BhEoth B 28 ATxT &,
UTDOXHI27% 5,

%
;}\ﬁ;

i=1

1
f(x)zl-l-ex—p(—x) (2.7)
okzzmwjk—bk (2.8)

flIENBOREEETHY, VI A FEETEIND, O X THIH
NETH 5,
3) THIRZDOZHE BP =2 —F /L%y N —27 O FHIFEE e 13K

XTRO L, plFBEM T —2 o hE (HLHOME) TH D,
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ex =Yk — Ok (2.9)
4) EFEnEEtHNEOERENATAOED : THRECLIELE
kl,:tlljj):'@ﬁ%"w:], W/kk/\/]}777\ aj, bk%%ﬂ%ﬂu—F@J{: J:DE

T 5,
Wi = Wy +vH; (1 — Hj)x; z Wik €k (2.10)
k=1
a = aj+ij(1—Hj)ijkek (2.12)
k=1
bk:bk+ek (213)

FEPNKDLDETLELROWNEZ#HEYVIET, 0, BP==2—F L3> b
U — 27 ®%FIT1E, Matlab @Y — /LR v 7 A[Neural Network Toolbox]
% V7= (Matlab, 2018a), Z Z CTix, A1 EHTEO 2= v K OHEN
rTnEND 6 L2, RhEDoa2=y FOEIZTI0IHRE L, FEHTK
v 7 O RKEIEE 500, FEHPELE y 2 0.1, EHEZ 10* (FHHE

L OFY) ) L LT, &8O EAOFH L Gradient descent
backpropagation algorithm (Z X % trained Bt & H W72, £72, AJ1E»
ORENVEOREMBIZES#E Y 7 E A NMeiZEEE tansig &, g1 5
70 8 O A5 2 B BT R I A 2 B L purelin 238 E L 72,

(¢) ZHAMEET VI Y X L2 K5 ki

ZAMKELLEEICB T2 —MNMRERDD HFEO—-D2TH D%
HHEMBA 7 = U X5 MOGA (Multi Objects Genetic Algorithm) %
WT, KMo REREZIT 9 (Park er al., 2010 ; @& H, 2017 ;

You et al., 2020b), B 70 TV X A0E, £ O AL O HFE A % FE
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T 2EBEFIHEL LT, SHALEEZ 0L 1 THRSLCERE FICE X
ez, MBI THRERICK TREUEH LT ELIE TN
BRECTKREM LS I RELLT VI A LO—FHTHD, HENDOLET
DEIRFD 1 ICRD2bOPKREMRE D, BEHT ALY X LOHN
Z LA RIS,

D) ST NEOYHEEREL T VX LICAERLENOBMN L D,

D) R L= — TNV Xy NT—TETAICLY, TRENOMAIK
THISELZHAET 2. R0 HEISENSVL O L BEMEKE L T2
il 7k % BT 5,

3)) BIRLE2MAEMOBREFOANEZEZITD

4) ANBRZ 2T o 2 @KICHOWTHEE O — % — & O fkE TRRA
ERx25 25,

5 MBICARSNEHEEAEZERL, Ch o2 UHMEEERCKIC?
LFETHIYIERL, ZhiaREROFEKEL T, KR ZBEMRIC L
ExT 5,

UEbEDXsRiinzifgoykRy I TREMEIPRODOND, £ HBK
WALT LT Y X DTN ONFET L0, HBEERY —FT 0 7 2175
&= )7 L 2 U X A (Non-dominated Sorting Genetic Algorithms-II,
NSGA-INIEZ D —>T, kbR EH I TWD, KETIE, £
T A= ZNZ DWW T, EEREA 100, B EE AR S 0.3, &8 XEMN 0.8,

BRI BN 02 #RTE LT,

222 HiEETIOGRAE S ER

FOHEFE R Z O R W G ARR (BLHIEE S 9.0 m, KEWE 2.2 m,

24



MAKEE 1.6 m) ZFMHAL, EERELTRHRLNAZET VL, ET IV
2 LOHEBHOK Yt 20%TH 2 mE 14 v % — 34 — F(HLTD) D K1
EBREIT o, B, TXTOETILVOHMLN 2.0, EEEMN 12cm
ThHol, ET N1 EETA2ORKVEIFTENZEN 13.6% & 15.4% T H
- 7= (Table 4.2),
ERTREXFEZROM T Ay ¥ —R— NET V& N0 DR AG
(BT L¥EKRASAR, A& 4ON) T2k, Ty ¥—
AN— NI < B J1(L), L1 (D)% &I L7z (Fig. 2.4), HHIREICIX, Kk
BEIC 2 00 D FE RIS 2 B 2 72912, & O 4INIC FE AR AL o ¥ T 3K R
Aol B, MO OFEWEMITHEEL & HI2 20 B T 400 E# O 7
— X %, A/D Bz @EL =Y I raryva—%—ICAHNLTE
DEFEHEE AV, v ¥ —R— NOHBIFEK C, iRk Cp 2 H i
L7z, FEBREF O EMEIL 50-100 cm/s O #PH T 10 cm/s M@ & L7z,
X EDA (a)iL 0-50°F T SR THREL, RRXKBNIFREEHELLDLIA
AIZOWNWTIE, 62 LCOFMLIEEELES &2, Z0HA O Z 2-3°

O TELESE T, EREFOKIEIX 18-200CTH - 7=,

2.2.3 PIV HFiEIZ X 2 aLis ol 114k 5 B

BTV 2 LHEM O HLTD B 2 E W e M B TH % PVC v — F THE
AL, RAEMEE R O/NEGEAKE (BESKE S 87 cm, R 30 cm,
FKEE 20 ecm) 246 L, @A 15°, 20°, 25°12 %5 1F 5 —. ¥k ot PIV (Particle
image velocimetry: AL [ jfi Wl I & ) EBR A 1T o 72 (W[ HALTE &P
&, 2018), A v X —AR— FE2AKMOAANDL 30 cm B i 7= A7 & (2 Bl
L7c, KWEOEGREDRZELZET D720, BRIXZ O MmN EE & B H
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LMY AT T T, KN OREIX 40 cm/s IR E L 72,

TR OB E L Fig. 2.5 1T, Atk L RmtEofFE (RE 5, 1994)
Z t o L — ¥ 3 §E 3 & (Shanghai Sancity Laser Technology Co.)i% Hi /)
30w, EK 532nm (&%) b DT, b L —H—k FIZhE 48-52 um,
B 1.03 gem® Db OEFEH L, &y ¥ —A— KO R oW mEX
AHWT, ZhaboEBonGalET o2, L—F—v— X
ARAEIE 2 S KM FTHICKREBEINTEHOKNZEBL TR LE, L—
Y= — MWD R OB X%, mi&# CCD & A 7 (k-8 USB, Kato koken
Co)& H W T, AKHIEMIE S 250 fps ICXE L, BEEY A X3 1024%x768
pixel IZ72 5 X 9 ITK 40 B M 5 & 17 » 7o, B fi# #7 1X FtrPIV (Flowtech
Research Co.)% H W\ T, HE#:H A AHBI{E(DCC Method) TIT - 72 (A4

b7, 2018),

2.3 HER

23.1 x#EibL=2A v X —AKR—FKET I

BERAERICESOTIERLEZ 25 HOA v ¥ —KR— FE5 /LD CFD f#
fReE=a—T N RXy NT—2FFTNVICLED THMHEEZ Fig. 2.6 127
3., CFD TR E2 2 L, WA 2000802 NWbDETLVOHT
RECE HL AR E0E 1.2-1.8 & 0.2-0.6 TdH > 7=, CFD BATHER & = 2 —
FNxy FU =7 OFRMEOEE X A2 R D 7R R, BlHE o T E R
FIFIE1THY, TRTORIFy=xDH|M DO RKREL SN D Lnirl,
L7 BP =2 —F /L%y NI =27 T VI Lo THBER % IE Tk

TP TELEE XD,
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MOGA # AW THH L= 30D L — Ffigd CED TRK® b7z 25
8 O £ 7 v OB IRBIT K T D505, Bk % Fig. 2.7 IR 7,
Nl — MRIZERLTRL, ZEiET VITANLTELZ, £ Kol
KPR, FROMEEMAEHIE THY, Bz W I nbE IR cd
Do ERTIEATHEE M, GRTIEEENREFMERD, KIZ
ALl X o, REETNVOHIBREN 1.0-2.0, EHHEKED 0.15-0.3
Thote, WTFHOKBEETLTYH, #HMET VITHRTH IR
LT, BiAOBRENNESL, BN REhotz, 2F0, KEET
LVOREFRIZHEMET VI VEALTEY, AROBREELTIEDHD
PEIZ R S LTz,

2.3.2 I E TV O T E RS R

RIEETVOHR DD Fig. 28 IR TWmE K ERD2ET VL, ET V2
AIRATHEMAZ/FER L CTRMEREIT o 2. ML 2.0 T LR
FNEN 13.6%DET 1, 154%DFF )L 2 & 20%D HLTD O i K15
BT ZFNE 1.55 (a = 15°), 1.78 (a = 25°), 1.75 (a = 25°)TdH »
72(Fig.2.9), T & b, M 15°FETET N1 LTIV 2 OHIEEN
HLTD £V K& W2y, EfMA 25° LN O TZh £ oEIREix
HLTD LV /NS holz, RBEET /1 TIE, HMA 18°0 5 25°0 i I
BWT, FHGENBREEHGRLERERLZEN 1.5 L 48 T, 72 UEHA
HHTET V2OV HGHRBEEHGRERNZENEN 1.8 L 4.0 TH -7,
ekt LT, MAAEEICS T S HLTD O FEH 48 R 5 & Sk n
FTNEN 1.8 L 25 Thol, UEOHRE»L, EF /L 2 Tk, HLTD
CRIERGNIRBEZHBL LN TE, FrranwEmntksBHs2 L8 T
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T,

MERLEL 3.0 TRV 15%DEER (s H 5, 1997), #MERiLL 1.67 T
D 14 1% DS VAL » X — R — F (I E S, 1990), & O i €
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(a) Geometry profile of a cambered otter board plotted by Bezier. Method

No.2 (x,1) No.3 (x3, ;)
— I
Flow f
No.1 (0,0) No.5 (1¢,0) l
Leading edge Trailing edge B
|

|« Chord (¢) >

(b) Upper and lower limits of design variables (c: 25 c¢cm)
X10 0<x025¢ M 0.15¢=<y;202c¢

Xyt 03¢<x,<0.6¢c y: 0.1c<y,<0.15¢
x;: 0.7¢<x350.8¢ y;: 0.03¢<y;<0.08¢

Fig. 2.1 The geometry of the cambered otter board plotted by five control points using Bezier-curve (a); The upper and lower limits of
every control point (design variable), and twenty-five otter board models were created by a five-level orthogonal array L25(56). Here,

the chord length ¢ was 25c¢m, and the maximum camber ratio (CR) of all models was 20% (b).
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Table 2.1 Five-level orthogonal array of six design variables (cm) for the subsequent training of BP neural network.

No X 1 X2 Bl X3 3 C}_ CD C}_/CD
1 1.25 3.75 7.50 2.50 17.50 0.75 1.24 0.24 5.17
2 1.25 4.06 9.38 2.81 18.13 1.06 1.29 0.24 5.38
3 1.25 4.38 11.25 3.13 18.75 1.38 1.55 0.29 5.34
4 1.25 4.69 13.13 3.44 19.38 1.69 1.63 0.24 6.79
5 1.25 5.00 15.00 3.75 20.00 2.00 1.74 0.30 5.80
6 2.50 3.75 9.38 3.13 19.38 2.00 1.27 0.30 4.23
7 2.50 4.06 11.25 3.44 20.00 0.75 1.38 0.27 5.11
8 2.50 4.38 13.13 3.75 17.50 1.06 1.28 0.27 4.74
9 2.50 4.69 15.00 2.50 18.13 1.38 1.24 0.26 4.77
10 2.50 5.00 7.50 2.81 18.75 1.69 1.38 0.32 431
11 3.75 3.75 11.25 3.75 18.13 1.69 1.52 0.26 5.85
12 3.75 4.06 13.13 2.50 18.75 2.00 1.83 0.37 4.95
13 3.75 4.38 15.00 2.81 19.38 0.75 1.72 0.47 3.66
14 3.75 4.69 7.50 3.13 20.00 1.06 1.25 0.29 431
15 3.75 5.00 9.38 3.44 17.50 1.38 1.38 0.30 4.60
16 5.00 3.75 13.13 2.81 20.00 1.38 1.65 0.29 5.69
17 5.00 4.06 15.00 3.13 17.50 1.69 1.57 0.28 5.61
18 5.00 4.38 7.50 3.44 18.13 2.00 1.58 0.44 3.59
19 5.00 4.69 9.38 3.75 18.75 0.75 1.68 0.41 4.10
20 5.00 5.00 11.25 2.50 19.38 1.06 1.42 0.46 3.09
21 6.25 3.75 15.00 3.44 18.75 1.06 1.59 0.26 6.12
22 6.25 4.06 7.50 3.75 19.38 1.38 1.85 0.80 231
23 6.25 4.38 9.38 2.50 20.00 1.69 1.70 0.35 4.86
24 6.25 4.69 11.25 2.81 17.50 2.00 1.68 0.32 5.25
25 6.25 5.00 13.13 3.13 18.13 0.75 1.80 0.41 4.39
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Fig. 2.3 Topology diagram of the backpropagation neural network in the present study.
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Table 4.2 Details of selected optimal models and comparative HLTD model.

Item Model 1 Model 2 HLTD
Maternal Copper Copper Stainless steel
Chord (cm) 12 12 12
Span (cm) 24 24 24
/ 2 2 2
CR (%) 13.6 154 20.0
*Location (%) 45 40 25

*Location: the distance against the chord length from the leading edge to the
location which the maximum camber 1s on.
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Fig. 2.4 The schematic diagram for measuring the lift, drag force, and moments of the models during flume tank experiments.
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87cm >

20cm

—>

B
-
trPIV
A: Observation section of flume tank (87 cm»30 cm»20 cm) D: Mirror E: Black cloth
B: CCD camera (k-8 USB, Kato koken Co.) F: Personal computer G: Table

C: Laser device (Shanghai Sancity Laser Technology Co.) H: Otter board model (material: PVC sheet)

Fig. 2.5 PIV experiment setup for measuring the flow field around the otter board model in the small-scale flume tank and a photo of the

experiment.
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Fig. 2.6 Relationship between neural network prediction and calculated values in CFD analysis.
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Fig. 2.7 Pareto solution (optimized model) and results of twenty-five models from CFD. Here, model 1 (blue symbol) and model 2 (red

symbol) were selected as the improved models in this study.
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Fig. 2.8 Profiles of the improved model 1 (solid blue line), model 2 (solid red line), and the HLTD model (solid black line).
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Fig. 2.9 Lift coefficient and the lift-to-drag ratio with attack angle, of the selected optimal models and HLTD model.

42



o
— =~

—
oo

Lift coefficient C;
2

Fig. 2.10 Lift coefficient and the lift-to-drag ratio with attack angle, of the model 2 and two conventional biplane type and V type otter

boards.
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HLTD

a=15°

HLTD

HLTD
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Averaged velocity (mm/s)

166.7 3333 500.0

Set velocity
V=400 mm/s

Fig. 2.11 Flow field around the central section around the model 2 and the HLTD model
at attack angles of 15°, 20°, 25°, respectively. Here, the left was the HLTD, and the right

was the mode 2.
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(a) Position of the maximum velocity against (b)  Separation point against the leading edge
the leading edge of the chord of the chord
20% 15% 10% 5% 0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 80% 60% 40% 20% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80%
15 5.8% 16.7% 15 34.3% 61.8%
= 3
0 =
A
: T : T
25 5.1% 6.9% 25 22.3% 44.0%
HLTD Model 2 HLTD Model 2

Fig. 2.12 Position of the maximum velocity (a) and separation point (b) against the leading edge of the chord at attack angles of 15°, 20°, 25°,

respectively.
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EEL LIz A v RO, KHMEB I OWMEORT-E (210
20.4 mm, d: 0.61 mm)IZ, KX ZRM@MEHADOX A =—~f@H(2/: 42.0 mm,
d: 0.52 mm) & MR ERENMNT 7 2 HEHI(21: 26.9 mm, 4:0.26 mm)% A
NEZ, ERAMERIY ¥4 =—~ LT 7 2O O KR
WINle, FAmrryr@lbgdsE, ¥AM=—~fMeL T 7 2AM@DOMEAK
mMENBB LZ 30%HD S, AN O [ 35%H01#% K <
H T EE, Pr— Vi Oz T D AKEE 2 8 R R & EE ARSI H
T 5HZEMNE Z D, Fridman (1973)D b o — L O KPR H (2001),
Balash et al. Q012)O MBI ORB A S FRLRERIPBE N TV D,
MR EFE O H EIL F IS B OB R REREICRD B D,
MHIBRE N REWH A =—~ & T 7 A I B T, M5k EDH <
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THEMEERREVEMOBRAAETHY, MEAMWICHELEHES D
LB e — VOBPAIBAM/ETCEDL, —F, MEMEO
Mk, REEMH o b v, MRS I X5k E RO
WA TER e — LEEtoBB S AR TE 2 (CFils, 2013),

TUAMEVETZVELAEBEAEDOR D XA =—~ OGN,
TUOAMERBEOEMA/GONLZZ LIF, MAmBEYZY OZIT 5D
MAKOEMAEZER LA =—~MOBHAAEL 1HHENZ L E
bbb, OB AENREWVWZTERRBELN NS RN, 41
VHOBAE 13 BREERLET ZABORTREIT T A0 e
DENDEEN-T, THiX, 77 AMMBOMIMESRKE <, &lMEDHE
MAZIRFT D NB LV L0205 LB X2 bID (Balash et al., 2016), 7272
L, MR LA =—~ ML T 7 ZFEOE 0 F 2@, # /RN
JwelHbns, —F, ERbte—L@EoOBERA NS D E, AR
EOMERBZIKT 2 X0 ICBmETICr»2EM@ b/l 5,
35%REORMZHIM Lz e — L2z ET O AL Yy X —FR— RO R
— VL FEH LD 30%/ NS < R0, BRI B 30%E T X
D, INHDOZ DL, KR — Vi BOEENESRD, HEE~
DENHIRLS 22D Z EIEKEZGIRO R R HICEN 5,

WMEES ICART 282 DFENIRET -0, MEHOE(IC K
LZMAEmSOBPLELSHIT, BFORDVIZ~y Fr—F0OH R
WA P2 L, BEOLAEICEFREI A PN e — LD
MAESDENDRNoTD, WENRESLSRDE, BFaiT72#
OO EINHK 40%D L2 Lk LT, B4 FoFIXEEBET
EHLTH, MEE»2PDOLLTIEE " CEOEIEZRFETEDLILENM®
N HNT, A PEHAWVDZ LIS LY & RN TR OB
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Fig. 3.1 Design of the bottom trawl net.
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Table 3.1

Characteristic of trawl net models

Bottom trawl net mdoel

Component
Net-Nylon6 Net-Dyneema  Net-PAmonofilament
Wing net  Material N210d-6 Dy-4 PAm-3
Mesh size (mm) 235 48 33.7
Twine diameter (mm) 0.61 0.52 0.29
Square Material N210d-6 Dy-4 PAm-2
Mesh size (mm) 17.2 36 17.8
Twine diameter (mm) 0.61 0.52 0.24
Side panel Material N210d-6/N210d-4 Dy-4/N210d-4 PAm-2/N210d-4
Mesh size (mm) 17.2/15.6 24/15.6 17.8/15.6
Twine diameter (mm) 0.61/0.53 0.52/0.53 0.24/0.53
Belly Material N210d-6 N210d-6 N210d-6
Mesh size (mm) 17.2/15.2 17.2/15.2 17.2/15.2
Twine diameter (mm) 0.61 0.61 0.61
Codend  Material N210d-8 N210d-8 N210d-8
Mesh size (mm) 13.2 13.2 13.2
Twine diameter (mm) 0.66 0.66 0.66
Full length (m) 2.58 2.58 2.58
Float force (gf) 154 154 154
Sinker force (gw) 324 324 324
Net pendant (cm) 220 220 220
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Fig. 3.2 Specification of the hand rope with floats (left), and with the kite (right) for bottom trawl net model.
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Fig. 3.3 A photo of hydrodynamic experiment of the kite installed on the L-type frame

during the flume tank.

58



6.0

n
o

y
o

]
o

Drag force of the trawl net model (kgf)
— (O8]
o o

0.0

0 Net-Nylon6
O Net-Dyneema

® Net-PAmonofilament 2

40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Flow velocity (cm/s)

Fig. 3.4 Relationships between drag forces of Nylon6 (grey symbol), Dyneema (white

symbol), PAmonofilament (black symbol) nets and flow velocity.
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Table 3.2 Summary of specific information and drag characteristics of three nets.

Twimne diameter*  Mesh size* Twine area Drag Drag coefficient
d (mm) 2/ (mm) S (cm?) (2) Cpn
Net-Nylon 0.58 20.1 3455.5 2838 0.384
2487.7 1833 0.351
Net-Dyneema 0.57 37.6 (-28%) (~36%) (-9.0%)
Net- 0.49 26.9 2332.9 1795 0.378
PAmonofilament ' ' (-32%) (-37%) (-2.0%)

*: The twine diameter and mesh size were weighted mean values by the twine area of each panel
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Fig. 3.5 Results of calculated spread force (in-pull force) for the Nylon6, Dyneema,

PAmonofilament net models.
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Table 3.3 Drag reduction of the otter trawl gears with Dyneema and PAmonofilament net when the spread of wing net is as same as that of

Nylon6 net.

Otter trawl gears

Relative drag of the Relative drag of the

trawl net trawl door*
Net Nylon-HLTD 1.0 1.0
Net Dyneema-HLTD 0.70 0.71
Net PAmonofilament-HLTD 0.68 0.72
Proportion of drag force 80% 20%

Net Dyneema-HLTD

Net PAmonofilament-HLTD

Drag reduction
-30%
-31%

*: The estimated drag forces ofthe trawl door were obtained for the same spread distance
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Fig. 3.6 Lift and drag coefficients of the kite when the angles of attack were 20-50°.
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Fig. 3.7 Results on drag force and spread of the net mouth of Nylon6 and Dyneema nets

with float or kite.
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Float-Headrope V=43 em/s | K jte-Headrope V=43 cm/s
(= 2 knot) (= 2 knot)

V=65 cm/s V=65 cm/s
(= 3 knot) (= 3 knot)

V=86 cm/s V=86 cm/s
(= 4 knot) (=4 knot)

Fig. 3.8 Photos of Dyneema-net with float and the kite at flow velocities of 43(2), 65(3), 86(4) cm/s(knot).

65



FHA4E U—TRNICKDIEGEER OB F1E OB %

2
e

4.1

M I BL B S AL 72 VMS (Vessel Monitoring System) & AIS (Automatic
Identification System)¥ A 7 A2 X o THUE S 4L 25 M O AL & 1 o & HE
EESNHRAGRIER e — L EEBIIC XD R MEmE» 2236
million km? |2 L TH Y, O HFIZHIEE OKIEE X 13.67 million km?
TH 60%, HHES O M EE X 8.69 million km? T 40%fRE % HH5H Z &
M ST W B (Halpern ef al., 2008; Puig et al., 2012; Oberle et al.,
2016a), WIIREDOEE CHK I NI IKEEMHEEITIL, BEXTS L2
HDAHVABEERLT TR, WIKEE D D VITWIE F O 5 om I EREIC

ZBETHAHEHE, h=ER2 o/ EYS E F TV 5 (Gilkinson et
al., 1998), L/»L, WRREWRE LI A LLLEEY L 25 E DR
N KN 30 cm ToH H Z & T(Linnane et al., 2000; Lokkeborg, 2005;
Ivanovi¢ et al., 2011; Oberle et al., 2016b), HIE O @M N AEE SN 5
N, TERIIRETLII=2BHICEAETEEBIRNEOHRE L H D
(Gilkinson ef al., 1998; Oberle et al., 2018), F 7=, KHE O EF K E T
WIKOBILICL VD2 o THERZ2EUET HIARRELDLDIZENED
T % (Kennelly, 2007),

ZO—FHT, ULEDMEIZIZHADLB WD, BIENSHER LI
KEETLDTEOOEBEMPBEHL, SLICAHAEZHNE LT WIZ® 4T iE
ARG E R (] REW L), WIREE XTI EHER
MEOEEGHERDBRIND, Z00 B EMEEALEYE D HEERZ
O N BRI, BEEEXTOEERARYS oML, 2K L
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LTEHADERBRZERL TS, LrL, ERIAEFHICK > Tl
ERE~ODX A —UNRRKREL, AREZONRNT U AEZHL, BRMICE
ROBEBCHEGICEZEERIEST LI s, RIEOUI TIX, KR b
2— Ll L EIEE LB T AEME O N F v 2O I
6-41%TH V, [EEICIE 1.9-6.4 =R M E L HE S LTV 5 (Hiddink et
al., 2017), L2, Yo a3Fo V) —7 L ZnICBEELEZAEMBEN K
b, BHLEE LI — B0 Bl5 S 117z (Koslow et
al., 2001), WAKRMEDS > THEEO K AEAEYMNIE D AR T E LA
Moz tMEIALTL, TOREOEINL —AEIND & HEIHE
TLOCmD TRFMZZEST 2 (JFH, 2019), WUHBATTER e —
VRN ML TRk S hohiE, BIEOMEZ R TICE 0BT o #)
WRITBEINTLE S,

b X o1z, MBEEOEWIC X HER bo — L i 20 i K A& 8
RICKIFETHEIRECERY, FITHEHEEORIGIKEIZHEAEL L E
AEMECIR LT, Ay —XNER e — A HBETITIA Yy X —HR—F
DK & O FEMB@ARDOND, TOd, KR e — LE¥ET
TETREIORBIEELZMOILERD D, — KNI, B EITA
HEMECEEZMD Z LIXTE20, AIHEOLZDIZY 7LV Z A A
THHMOEERHEZ T VX2 Vb L CTHIESHFZ~O AN NEEL S, RO
SrfREE (N S 7pfE R l2xt U CRUATHEBE AN B WK b e — L
BUHLAHEHROMOV LS A@EE THAS, £, REMBINTIEE
FIpl e GRS E B A%, DDBS1) Tik, MO HE FOKE % X
MTEDLN, EBEA— MRy X —FR— FHIEDOH D
TlERWwWo T, flfH~oFRIZIT R bRy, £/, V=¥ —ZFHL
ToKH A AT SO A BAL BT X D 5 R A R S AL T R HE R
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MO BRILE e EDOME S &RIEITHPIL TV 5 A (0’ Neill et al., 2011, 2016;
Mengual et al., 2016; O’Neill et al.,2018), —fXOPEHEHER s v — L
e T, BEEETZo XS 2o EATEHELNTH S I,
RE T, BMKEER /K e — R d A TR ICEH
M HU—7TENICEY, BRLEEN Y —TRDCKIETHESL
HoNZ L7 BT, NLHgEHEiFE 228t~y =2 —7 v
Fy U= (SOM)E¥E R @& =2 —TF Ry U —7
(LVQ)ZIEA L C, REFRFICA vy ¥ —AF— K2 @W Lo KE D%
B FIE OB 3 2 R AT

4.2 BEE FHIE

4.2.1 A v X —=XJEH b o — i B o R K RS 5R

BAORFEREBELCZLESBEHEIRL TS 6 KAKH o — L iEa LU
MEL, ZBR465méi~y Fr—7K378m ThHd e —/L#EERE
L, TAmr vy N210d Z#HWTHER K Z 1/18 (2K :2.58m), HA K (@
SRIERW) 15 OB MEERIELLL, ~y Fe =71+ (%)) 9 gf/
&) 28 17 (5t 153 ¢f) MouftFonik, 77y rFa—7EF a3 280
MEEF = — U THERII, BILETN 324 gw Th 5,

B BRICHWW Ay % —AR— Fix, B EHWNANC X % mfE kb n
1/185 s EEHRAA &L 4 v ¥ — R — FHLTD)O A TH 5
(FEIR 5, 2009 ; Shen et al., 2015 ; You et al.,2020a), & v ¥ — AR — K
FERLE, MERRLE 2% 1.33, KKV B2 20% T, EmAEIZ 119 cm®> Th 0,

EYOTHELIHTLIMRICEDLDET, HeREOBRG —HT 2 X9
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WCHRAEL, R HO e — 781, X CTER 1.0mm ORI = AT /L
MAEEHWE, V-7, X2 U MBI OCE&E0EREIT, KPTER
R L%, TAb0EE2 4 vy ¥ —Ah— FEAIZMHINT 5 HikéE L
77

ABRI=FEFE VKA ORMBMAME (K 100 m, KEIKE 5 m, K
% 1.5m) Tiro7m, V—7K@L)IX10m T, Ay X¥—FKR—F, @
XY RBEIO PR — AR ERTE D L) ICHRMEEICIE L TRMA
DEmEIMD)ZEKEELY 1.7m, 2.0m, 25 miC#HE LA, E&X 100 m D
KD a7 ) —MERD 30 mOHENDS, 10 m MR TEhEFNRE
S 10m &JEAH 10 cm O CKLEE PR : 0.4-0.6 mm), /A OB & PH
5-15mm) K OVKA CRIRHFE : 40-50 mm) % B2 5B EE & L TR
fir Useak Uiz, HANBLB A LRI A 6 L CHE L7z 4 o wb HUokn 21X
7.2-12.8 mm, /A (BE) ORAIX 0.09-027 m, EHiEL R LKA D
ki 1X 0.72-0.9 m & 72 5 (Fig. 4.1), RHOEBEHELEEZEZEEB LN D,
Ty o RREEE 2.3, 2.8, 3.2 knot (ZHH Y 3 2 RA G B o0 K (V)
Z 50, 60, 70 cm/s IR E L THBR&Z1T o7, EEO A ERMBE LT
a7 AR (HIEHEAR, CM-1BN, JHIEPH 0.03-3.0 m/s) I
EF0EHMLE, KR br—LAREO2EICOWVWTIE, V-7 HEIC
72— RtEv (HTflgsst®, TLP-10KS, E/M A& ISN) % 1 6l 9" >
DA T, RERERLE Lictk, Yo7V A S 25Hz T80 B
MoORERINT — & 25080 Lz,

4.2.2 WERINT — 7 O g5 Ik

U — RN OKERINT —F Ry EJEW R o3 52 & T
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V=R OB R OCERELZR T, RHGMELBRWZREI &I
Rl E N S0 BB ORI T — 21X, SHMIEL0FEHEE Ay, —
7T B & 4y e 45 1 1% (One-factor ANOVA)IZ K » THMEEE, U — FE/K
WOWWLD)EEERY —TRHWC R ETEELZRNT, —FH, V-7
WRHORERINT — FPICHEET DM S &, ZOEBMARERH & i
EDOLOICEMML TV ONFETLIZ R TEERKR Y =—T Ly
M A L 72 (Kim ef al., 2012; 2013), ~ ¥ —v =z —7 L v MiZ,
RER R oy E AW sy oM CEEZE I, B AmMoBaRErIZ2 D
INS TR TH D, xp BEBES E L CREESNTCEFTOERY = — 7 L
v NEWR W)L, xp & (AR r—n il E2EHBR L) v~ —v

=T Ly "Ry DBLRARE LTERSN D,

wem =m0 (4.1)

S

T, sIEART =N, n TG LR DAL T v 7 A, St T
FloOR W, NIZEEoTr —2%84%EXT, £7, Morlet v ¥ —U =
—7 Ly FEEYyMZEHY, B2 75—1itBTF27=2—7 1Ly b
EHEEZ RO, Morlet 7V = —7 Ly FEHEIFL TIZERIND,
W) =mHreone /2 (4.2)
T, wo IR TAKHTH Y, FRIIT — & & R o & J8 Bk
SICHRT D EE, HENSMIBEEDO NI v AERETHERETH D

(Y

-
—

(Torrence et al., 1998; Sakamoto et al., 2007), Z Z Tix, 80 F[ (R iH
TE) CBWTEHH SN Y =TSR NFEREY = — T Ly MMENSTE A
WTENENDOERME %2 KD T,

¥, E#iHOAr— 1Ty c—7 by NEBMBEZFHET 52 LT,
HAEENERIZRY, RERT —FE2ERT L2 LR EEE
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L, 2 0BREER—RIZAF— L EER L, L0 RN THE OV
Myx—70Ly EBRERHAL TINS5, SHIC, V=—7 L v h
N — 27 f)v WPS(s,mIZL FTO @)X TERL, V—7TEHTDOK
SINFEAWE IR ETHELRIT L5 L0110, FHAIKMICDEZ > T
HRAMOFEHH R Y 2 —T Ly b T — 27 k)L (time-averaged
wavelet power spectrum) (X, (4.4) XD FE A PH)E L THHEL -
(Torrence et al., 1998),

WPS(s,n) = W(s,n)? (4.3)

P(s) = WPS(si)/zl')_ WPS (s;) (4.4)

(b-a)ITBIN LA — L OFEHATHY, ZZTIE, bEaldZhEhN

16, 2 ToH -7,
423 FEEICESSRGIEYE O Tk

e R AN 2 — U E R OB O W TIE, &Y —% oSS T
STCEREMDEELPMLLOFIETKRINT —2OXMEEZE D HL,
TRNVRES ) A ARELREORIAHE 2 LRI, BRrroEnXEZ
CAWCK G o TR 24T 5, BE L LTIE, 7— 2 DO\ LI
KETLLORT TR, KEIZHEI T —FOELEZRZXD Db
WhHhDd, MRELTERMICHEENZ FARBFLH, ANNKERIT
— & L LT/ % — B %4T 5 (Liao, 2005; Fulcher er al., 2014;
Aghabozorgi et al., 2015; Gruss et al., 2015), ATHE TlX, EBRAKMEOKE
WO —TRIGOB DB RIETEHN RS CICEHNEELZHLNICT D

| T(Section 4.2.2), EAWKE 25 Hz TS HBDOU —TE DRI T — X
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D B b AE UE R 25 5 O #EF B (Gruss et al., 2015):, Y=z —7 L v b
fEMr 2 FH L& APk Y BT 5 E S O 8 & (Englehart et al.,
1999; Campbell ef al., 2019) % K H @&k B O K~ 2 /v & L T Table 4.1
& Fig. 4.2 127,

— 7, MW ECIE, #li o X % H (supervised learning) & #Hili 2z L
% # (unsupervised learning) & 5, MO FHOHMIX, A&
TOXT (Y 7)) DAREG LN EE, TOHEHRNS
HMLWAAIXLT, ELWHAOETRIT 22 Thd, —F, Hbb
LFHEIZBWNTE, MYy he by, ot AN
DHNE, MEIrPOFHOKFERAEZEESHTZLENEMNERD, KET
X, BMERCHFLEZEEOBBEER a7 Y — ko572
FTm, RRECEET LI ZNUNOKR 2 RBGEIEREOXH (7 7
24 —) LWl G RN E L TRGEEOM FEZHEST L, €
ST, V—7RNJTOKRINT —2NbEBED 7 7 A% — (HAEiZ LY
H) Z2i7-oThro, RKShEZEED I X VEffiTetk, V—79K7%

8

B EN7 P EBRBEBEDORT TARZ = EHRORBWHFIE (FAn
FH) eHMET D,

N
ok

2T, REIKE W T S FiEE LT, BACMBIL~ v 7 (SOM)
R L 22420 7 %8 M L7 (Kohonen, 2013), Z ® F ik Tk
FEHBEOA—=FX7 VR EOBEBEOZEICERLTY 7 A2 —HR
AHRHET 5720, VIHREDOENVCLAIERDITLDERND RV L
R, EEER (RMoLEM) 07 7242 —MEBnMETHD, T A
NBLEHAED 2 BO=a2—F Ly N =7 EHWEHRGTFHE LR
% SOM % F| i L 7= (Fig. 4.3a), SOM IZO>W T, ANBLHEAREOE
WAL DT 2 LT oK R T,
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m;(¢+ 1) = m(6) + a(©hy (O [x() — m;(D)] (4.5)
CORIE, 2=v b i At TUEL TWDLIERLEE T Z2 mi(t) &
THEZWL, A TCERANTANGEES x(DEFHE L TROKZAIZIZAT
FICED T WIERLEED mi(t+ )2 b O X2 DI EE2ERT D,
TOLEE, x(OBP nIRITED AT FArThHIX, 2R L e HIE
END mi()BR U nIRICOBEFZZF D, LT, al)lLrxE BRI, hi(t)
I EBIE, XN EE Ch D, FEICIEH DWE, Ll L —
7 Uy N |x-mi| 2 FHW 5, A5 ANES x(0=>2—27 1V v KR
xR/ T 2=y FiZHL, ZNICHAFE c 2T IEEL TR
TEZRIND,
lx = m¢| = min|x —m,| (4.6)
4.OXTHRD bNTEBBRI brixboa=y haBEa2=y K LI
W, ZOoEFERNOTXTO=y ME, G5HRNITE->TA X7 b
rrE L, EFENOTXToOx=y NMIANWXZ broFmmicsd LT
SE), ZTOFEEITEY KL TITHI D (Kohonen, 2013), &KIZ, U —
TRINDOK RN T —ZORMELEANIXZ FLrEL, 80O Y—T
BRITDORERINT — % &2 H T, 140 fil(=5Vn, n=800)D i &g (HE D
75 A H —HEHK) ZRER LT SOM TRE L, KD bR Y
MV%, kmeans kA FIH L CT7 7 2% —4 (GIRE OFEE) % EIE
& & 9 5 Davies-Bouldin index (DBI)D fx/NMEIZ X D@72 7 T A X —
B % MW U 7= (Garcia et al., 2004; Nakagawa et al., 2020),
ik LGB IEE O 7 9 A2 —%iToc%, V-7 R ITORKEEL
DT X)L DT THE O & %H O LVQ(Learning Vector Quantization)
Z=a—I N0 Xy Y =7 ZHWTIEEOMAZ@mt5E T 5, LvVQ I
U—T7RINOBEEEST7 hLv &z ANNJE L L, SOM & AR 7256 % E we
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NEHOBABIILVQORENEE L, "Z—U M NEEMA T
¥ SL T B (Fig. 4.3b), ASIXT M v x()D, HESNWEtax7z 7 T R
SsOHFIZHICZ TSI TH2b0ET 5, Z0okE, RbitWHHE
X7 MV mET TASIWCESTTRLSTFENDI LD ERET D,
XoTHEHAT, ELLDBEINLELEICEHMOHE S5 X2, o T
HENTEHBIIEEGOEMZE2E0W) X R#HEMHoxZEEoOT7T LI

AAhEL, WOXICEZREN D,

mc(t + 1) = me(8) + a(©)hy (O [x(t) — m(D)], (S5 = S;) (4.7)
me(t + 1) = me(t) — a(©)hy (O [x(t) — m(D)], (S5 # Sy) (4.8)
m;(t+1) =m;(t), (i #c) (4.9)

TOFEIFTLVQI EELASITFLNTWVWD, & 5IZ, BiEMKEZ LVQL (Z
BANT L HGIEIE LVQ3 LIS, AETIE, ANEEHDEDO =~ =
Yy FDOEBENEND30EL 4THY, BeE (BhE) o=y O
BIZ20CHEL, FEHEX 001 T HLVQ3 ==2—TF /LRy U —7
MEEMEL TN Z - RiEkEITo70, 728, SOM & LVQ3 O FHIZ
I%, Matlab S ZE B 52 N IZ SOM Toolbox Version 2 % V) 7= (Vesanto et al.,

2000; Matlab, 2018a),

4.3 fER

431 JEKEPXY —TERDICKITTHE

FP, RERESLELEBOELART — T ENOBRIF — 4 0

— il % Fig. 4.4 1277, 2 221, WMEE D 60 cm/s T, KEIZXT

HU—TREDOWWULDIES Thote, ZOREIZED, ARHOU—TE
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NIZHRTERO GFBENITRKREDSTEN, v X —K— NN,
MAERORAZZENEN @B T HRFICHZOER T NFRERRIZHE L KRE)
THZENRAONTE, 2O XD RKRINT —F & HIZ L, BEEER,
U—7 R EKEDLLDI L XREER OU — 7 5& T OB E &2 K
TFig. 451277, SNOLOMENL R DL, RMEEEOHEME &I
U—7aRDBEML, RAHOOEE S KE 2o 72 (p<0.01, Table 4.2),
T, KEOKRKEICL AV —7TRDICAEREZND L LN (p<0.01), =
7 U —h, WHh, INA, RADIEIZENORE H REL 2D 150
Mmolz, —JF5, RUBRMEEECEBNT, RERTRELEZYV—-TEL
KD (L/D)D FaPHANIZ &SI 0 21T 7 W3 (p>0.05), L/D » KR &<
MHET=TRADWHITIRE S o T,

432 Ux—T Ly MENTHELONEEEICLDY—TRHNDEEBHOD

FHIEIZ DWW T

U— 7RO RINT —F 2T, Y= —7 b v MENTIZX
L DEMAE % — ] & L T Fig. 4.6 (27, Al %8 <, HEdhix
D=7 RADEHE (LD WNIEATFr—ILEER) THDH, 22 TlI,
LA IT D 0.125-16s OFPAIC L2V —TRITOU = —T L vy
NEMEAB TR LE, REAXRGWE, FENEVHELEES, AL
EROMAOFRER I, AH 1s LTO#MEICE N TA v ¥ —HR— KR
i, A, RACHEEBETLIRIZZEANZENNOERRAIZTSE, M
FEoR#hiTI oo EEZBBLAEZFICAONEZ, 2L T, A
MI1sUEOFREBICLLTIFEEH M TH -7,

I 1 s LT OHMIZ 2 OFEREZN—AICATF— L2 @R L, HH

75



0.1, 0.2, 0.4, 0.8 sHPH CHEOE VWY = — 7 L v ML %2 81
L (Table 4.3), SRR 2B T DT —TRHDOEEOEHE S % Fig. 4.7
ZRd, V—7ENORETSIThr»boT, JHAH 0.1, 0.2, 0.4, 0.8 s
BT HEHE GO EITENEN 1, 4, 40, 55%BETHDH Z &
Woyhol, 62, Ao —TEIOT2—T Ly FEHHEO
— % Fig. 48T, a7 U —hET o5&, MADEHIZEEWN
TEBEIZLICRAEALEY T ENORBOMHENT O NICHRE T,
RADHEICHELNTLRBOEAENRE RE oy, Wi &/ ao
RANIBE MmN SHE T 5 LR LV &b RSz,

4.3.3 IGIKE OB R

RBAKBEANOKEZLIZ, V—7RACHAENEDRALREZZ & &,
Vrx—7 Ly MEHFHICEVIEWEABICBT2EEZ L0k NHETHOM
BND, RERIIT — 205 30 O R &% i L (Table 4.1), 7 ~<b
LDSOM Y 7 AL —%1T5712,SOM D7 7 AZ—DPb L& LT,

— & K\ Davies-Bouldin index (DBD)EIZ X957 7 A X —DE N b
W TdH 5, k-means EZXZFH L T I 22— AEfEEE L T 5 DBI
D fEH ) 5 (Fig. 49a), WHBEOKENH 5 & K L, SOM ©
U-Matrix ¥ @ £ 9 (2 FEFEH O JKE 2 X B & 1172 (Fig. 4.9b), = 2 T, K
oREOEEH 1EE L 480D N L —=2 277 T LVQ3 =
22— TNV Xy FT— 7 BREEL,320DF 2 7 — % OHEMIE % Fig.
410 27”7, TNHLDORENGR L E, 227U — K, WHL, /A

KA OB E MR ILZ 24 88%, 80%, 75% & 90% T, % ARGk

HdHHN, 1FIE 80% L FOWERTY — T ETTOERIN T — 264 v
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F—AR—Fh @ LT DEREZ#IITE, KETHELLZREE
BO#MNFEOZLAENBD N,

4.4 E

Ao —XNER M - VBRETIWEICERT2EMHEELE L T 2 I
DELSERE, 72 bLIMEARER~OEEE L ) ELA2MEICE
ENTHEL, RIS T THEERMEE S B TR D 082 f
Brains%,E Tk, MWEOBRFZ T CTRSEZOEM, fFIZA vy ¥ —&K
— FONEEHET2HMOBREE LedniERorn, 2054,
AICIR R 72 L) WCRIGEE oM ITEE 2 R TH D, KETIX, K
MEBRLSLT, MHEHD— FEAICE > TEBLEZED ORI
T—HEEIZL, BRIEDO=a2—F NV Fxy MU — 7 ZREEL THEBERK
O KE OB FEEBEL I,

F v d—RKIER ba— Vi3, &Y O FEE S O R®E AN
BEABEDLDILE2EX T, ~BMWICHEEEZ S0 EEERIT 1 KR
FEThHbH, BEEBEOMEN 3knot (=1.5m/s)& T 5 &, WMEELEIN 5
km 22 D, — 7, VMS & AIS % H L C K B8 ifs 395 8) o Bk %
AR TIE, FEKE T () OKREEH 1-100 km? ThH o 7203
(Amoroso et al., 2018), 1 km> DR /NS WHETEHL, T 60Kk
THLNL2EGEEERITIEL e — L EEOHIEITIEAA Lic< v,
— 7, ROV -7 RN KoM THLEATETHY, v — Ntk
NeMWTE=2Y 7L, HEH25Hz T5BHORERYNT — 2
T HWEORERERE (E4v) E10m B TFTHY, kL7 VMS 72
EDOHELY THEFHEULEOSMETEREEREG D Z LN TE D,
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KRBT —Z R KBLT D720 FIZ B ARG & O B E M D
SRFRAY, BMEEAEORM - AEENRFEELZHND 2 LN 2L
WP O =712 2R NEICEZ2RBERO TG, KT
ARTUV—TRENDOKHEREL Y —T Ly MRS FENOLRD L
N eEZB&R LY, BRL2EBCI2EELWALNICLE,
NOOMBEZEE X TEZEB R EL 30 83K L T(Table 4.1), =
NHOU —FRNFGERINT — 2 DREEN2Z MV %i SOM %7213 LVQ3
—a—F NV Xy NIT—=TDOANNEE LT, —F, ZEMEEIEETME
OTHFFEHEELS BHNICRRT 28MEOMBE FIEEINX 5 HEEY
B TlX(Wang et al., 2019), KER ML —=V 7T = PNNEHETH D
B, SHRIEBOMMENE L THRBEET LRI, ZROBMKOT
— A2 E L EH - AT Oy r T —F I KRS ERETFEOIEH % H
¥ % (Camastr et al., 2013),

M ERIZCEZR LERADPAEEZEELTEY, T, /)
() BDEBREFTOREHRBHIEE CTH 20, TRUNDE X 72
BEEELLD, BREGSEBEARAT Y T — L Kb I AT EHEDEE
(Hartill et al., 2019)ZFIH L TR E DM O EE 2 X2 2 & 2N —K
Th2n, RREMICKFEEOEERBEOBGEERER L RIZE 0K
EELEZHEET LI EEDPRNETHLI EEDDNR D, 20D, FHATIZH
BLA»oEEZHHT 72D, ZARLYE O SOM =2 —F b
Xy NU—ZEFALT, KEDY I A4 —%47\, DBI fiiE &% A
WT 7 A4 =0 EZRD DL, Kl EEEEEBREMHISRY — 7k
TTOREENZ MLVOXT T, ZAIS>EFHED LVQ3 =2 — T /Xy
N =27 2FA LB E T 20GEEOBRNETNERHTHL L
ARSI
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b X2, ARTEMETHB EN L2V —TRNICKDBGE
B owkn HiELXHIE LR, 4% 612 ICT/loT(Information and
Communication Technology/Internet of Things: Saville et al., 2015; Aura et
al., 2018; Bradley et al., 201 ZiEH L T, Z< 0EMmTEHE I N
TlEHRELEFE LT — AR =X 2MEL T, EEORMKFIEOHENE L
mOLZLEABELTVWE Y, EHmETIE, V7RI DT -4 %
Avy, @Bl sz RO RGEEE®RZHE 2 e —F ~fix L,
EBICLL Ay —A—FOEE - BEEREZERL, ER e —
BMEOHBHEAEZITS, 29 LER e — LE¥EZ X -HA -
BAHICEBRTE 220 TR, MERKORS, MIHFEAER~DOE

EEMOHFFTE D,
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Net-hauling
Carriage rails platform Operation Z

\ [ room

Tension load cell ~———

Water level
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Trawl net t())tte(ri Towing direction
Bridle oar Camera —_—
<« 10m — f— 10m — +«— 10m —
Concrete Sand Rock

Particle diameter: Particle diameter: Particle diameter:
0.4-0.6 mm 5-15 mm 40-50 mm

Fig. 4.1 Schematic of carriage rigged for bottom trawl gear testing in the towing tank at Research and Development Department, Nichimo Co.,
Ltd., Shimonoseki, Yamaguchi (length 100 m, width 5.0 m, and water depth 1.5 m).
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Table 4.1 Feature information.

Number Mathematical group Feature name Description

1 variability (time domain) mean 111:)6311 (time series data of the warp tension in a period of

2 varability var unbiased variance

3 vanability std standard deviation

4 wvariability max maximum

5 wvanability min minimum

6  variability range range=max-min

7 variability med25 median (25%)

8  vanability med50 median (50%)

9  variability med75 median (75%)

10 vanability mtrange mterquartile range=med75-med25

11 wvariability cv coefficient of variation:std/mean

12 vanability skew skewness

13 variability kurt kurtosis

14 amplitude _ AmplHz amplitude of powerspectrum denstiy at 1Hz with FFT
(Frequency domain) method

15 amplitude Amp2Hz amplitude of power spectrum density at 1.5Hz

16 amplitude Amp35Hz amplitude of power spectrum density at 2Hz

17  amplitude AmplOHz amplitude of power spectrum density at 2.5Hz

18 stationarity (time- meancwi mean (dat_a was _transforl_ned from time series data of the
frequency domain) warp tension using continuous wavelet transform)

19 stationarity varcwt unbiased variance of transformed data

20  stationarity stdewt standard deviation of transformed data

21  stationarity maxcwt maximum of transformed data

22 stationarity mincwt minimum of transformed data

23 stationarity rangecwt range=max-min

24 stationarity med25cwt median (25%) of transformed data

25  stationarity med50cwt median (50%) of transformed data

26 stationarity med75cwt median (75%) of transformed data

27  stationarity mtrangecwt mterquartile range=med75-med25

28  stationarity cvewt coefficient of variation:std/mean (transformed data)

29  stationarity skewnesscwt  skewness of transformed data

30 stationarity kurtosiscwt kurtosis of transformed data
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(a) Warp tension monitoring (b) Time series data (c¢) Feature representation (7=30)

v —— 1 il

Tension I e N _
load cell vioo

e I 11

e r———"~ I

1400W 2 e "BIRNIR BR |
1200 + T T T \ 500

N~~~ BRI R

Sampling Frequency | 25Hz W N/MJV - I -II -

Elapsed Time | Ss o FMA/\ . I I " . .I I

Fig. 4.2 Warp tension monitoring from the tension load cell (a). Example of time series data of warp tension during every towing (b). Features

extracted from the time series data can be visualized as a data matrix using color: from blue (low feature value) to red (high feature value) (c).
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Data vector

Input layer X — ) (@
(Feature vector) ” Self-Organizing Map
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Competitive layer
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Learning Vector Quantization

| , (LVQ)
Output layer \) \l) ces \l) \l) m

N1 %) Ym-1 Ym

Fig. 4.3 Illustration of the non-supervised self-organizing map (SOM)and the supervised

learning vector quantization (LVQ).
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Fig. 4.4 Example of time series data of warp tension during the towing. Here, the towing speed was 60 cm/s, the warp length/water depth was
5.
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Fig. 4.5 Results between warp tension of starboard or portside and towing speed, warp length/water depth, seabed sediment.
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Table 4.2 Result of ANOVA test of warp tension.

‘:Eg\tf : i:;‘tl SumSq  df  MeanSq  F Prob>F
Towing speed 96.25 2 48.13 489.1 <0.01
Seabed sediment 0.89 3 0.30 3.03 <0.01
Warp length/ 0.01 2 0.05 0.06 >0.05

water depth
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Fig. 4.6 Morlet wavelet periodicity of starboard and portside warp tension during the towing (towing speed: 60 cm/s, warp length/ water
depth: 5).
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Table 4.3 Summary of the selected 2-fold scales and relative periods in this study.

Sample frequency (Hz) 25

Scale 2 4 8 16
Period (s) 0.10 0.20 0.39 0.79
Frequency (Hz) 10.2 5.1 2.5 1.3

The central frequency of morlet: 0.8125
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Fig. 4.7 Proportion of time-averaged wavelet spectrum of the warp tension in the period

band of 0.1-0.8 s during the towing.
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Fig. 4.8 Wavelet transform of warp tension at periods of 0.1, 0.2, 0.4, 0.8 s during the towing (towing speed: 60 cm/s, warp length/ water
depth: 5).
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Fig. 4.9 DBI as a function of number of clusters (a) and Pattern

classification map for 4 clusters based on SOM (b).
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55 E OBAIERICKSRHERER X 5L H

2
e

5.1

A TRk Hic, Ay —RKJER b — LI X2 MaNE
BOWMIROMH R EER~OEBLZES TDIL, Ty X —FKR—FD
MEFEMEBEARD LN TND, 207D, BGBIEKEEL L HIZRE
boEEDRE, Ay X AR - FORBEZWRETILERND D, 22
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P& (WEMRBRCA y ¥ —FR— FHR) LRM@KE, vy ¥ —HF—FK
OEHB (NIMERSCRTZATE) 2 E2HET. 29 LEER e — LA
HoOoWRMKREZY T LVIALALTHDLIIENTEREL, KR e — it
HoOBfIE - EERBMEINRG L0, To k) hfifinmERGICER
EnhiE, BERBEORERL VICEMEROGHFHANYHFETE S,

Whick 2 RM@iBEOMESCHEREMEICENYTY 7 VHE A4 LT
BERT2EE L L CIIBEFTRAFMHA L-BEEEREES H D, EHEKX
DEY— (FEHK) Z2MAREICESEL, SonERE AR (26
) DU TNAVEALTZETLHILICEY, BEPOREOEEHE
ODHEREDHERELMET L2/ TE L, L2L, KEGMAR SO TH
AKENTIE—HORMEMERNVTHEMRTCEE L E MBI TR
W, RO EW e — VB ETIE, BEFORBR LI o THRE (T
—7) BEEMRAKED 3-6 5, BERRODLIMBETITZIHIZES KD H
LTfTbTWwWd, A, ity ¥ —FR— FPRMWE L EMI LT
HEDI M, br— AR B O EIRER SIIRBRARHENICES &5
EERV, 20X RBURTIX, EoMx RWEKE, MR MEK
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Bk ORI ek Lol EMEEY (NA 7T T4 0%F) REICK LT,
PERBY OB EHER LD DL, MEFORRICID FHHBIETET Y
=R —REMETD T TRMIELZ &3 md THLWY,

—J, BRBRobHrmEFIIRMFPORBEOEH (WK & O, =
MR L), Ay ¥ —R—FOLH (EEEFICEBELTWDINLE D
n) U =TIl lnbo T 2ENOERERBTHBTI2EELHD, £D
TEEBEAT, UALAUTRLBOBINDI YT RMEDO Ny TR
— T —ZBL@EICE — FEALEZRYHT T, ZoF@a2FMAL T AL
(Artificial Intelligence) & it % 1% /§ 9~ 41 I¥ (Suryanarayana et al., 2008;
Camastra ef al., 2013; Wang ef al., 2019), HHRBREER b — L #HBED
HEMERER TELHEELLND,

RETHE, BMAKBEER CRAKRCHN IV TR EA v ¥ —
R—FORBORERINT — X2 H N TCHEAEOEMFAEZH LML ET,
B EREE K =2 —F Vv ry FU—27FFT )L (RBF €7 /1) 2L - T
V=R NOA Yy Z— R —FORMEBOISEMmEZMELL,
T, MIJRAKMEER CH Ay ¥ —AR— FORNIERARE & 5%
BOBHENS, RBF £E7VICEVHEESND A vy ¥ —HR— FOKE L
D, BRPowmiMESAy ¥ —FA—FHEBEEZ UL, ZOKEZ®K
AL,

52 MLk

521 Ao & —RJEHR F o — L E o KR B

AR EFERAy 2 —XNER Pe— Vg EBEOEMZ v, =FEv
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BASHEBMAKENTEREZITo7, 22T, RMAOEZZ 0.55m
AHT 075 m 726 35 m ETHEL, V—-T7TKEKEDKLWLD)N
13.3-2.85 O#PHCHRHMBEERLEB LT, AEOBXELSZEEL RN
5, EMoRMERE 2.3, 2.8, 3.2knot (Z7 5 L 5 ICHEE LR O W EE
¥ % 50, 60, 70 cm/s ([ZaXE L7z, EE OB FHERMOEE L7 v~ T i
WER (RBELRALR, CM-1BN, HEHPH 0.03-3.0 m/s) (T LD EAIL
loo Ay Z—AR— FEREE M MREIE, RMKEERGIZ 10 cm 2 AT
WrnleoA4 v EHRECEATCIORBEICHA L, Ty ¥ —AKR—F
O b o 3OS NRAE AL E s E T — % 2 ' —  M1902L-D2GT,
U b A or R, B ZE0 AT CHRMET O NS ER A E L
BEMAEL, Y7V TEEER S Hz TR MM ORI T — 2 %
Rl L7, 22T, Ay —FR—FORNIIERAEZE —LHE, “+7

AN, =7 BIMET, AIBRBERAEZT AV PAEL VY, 7 R
AT, “—=7 AL L, BER be— 2B BEo2ERICHO NTIE, U

— 7emice — Rer (Rl g8, TLP-10KS, T A& 98N) %
1EFT oY i, BRERENRLE L%, VYo7 7 EMEE 25 Hz
T8OMMORERIT — X 25l L=,

522 RBFEFNIZLDA v Z—AKR— FNDOHRMEESDTHIE

W EICFBlsnZ80RB oy —7EhEd vy ¥ —KR— KO RE
RAORERINT — 213, 5 BEXE > TENENDOFEME %2 KD Tl
OREARZHALNICT S5, RIZ, JAEE 25 Hz TS5 HRE O U — 75 J) K
RINT — 2 OREE7 FVITETELFKELRER THEL TALXY
PveET 5, HWAhBEOMHEE L TX, FAFHERICES TS —ALHED
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FHEEER Lz, 2O X5 RmRaomIERBH TR ET L (5% i
m) ZROD7DIC, BHEEEAK=2—F vy U —7 (RBF E
F ) ZMEH L (Fig. 5.1), bt — /L AEOREETH 21T - 72,

RBF £7 VI TEAMEREMEZH NV =2 —F LRy N T =7 D
FEO—FTHY, ANNJE, PHEE (BhkE), OB 3 EHEE R
%, RBF THIET VHEEDOR, HREICHT 7 2B E WD B K B
#(Radical Basis Function) % f \» % (Kitayama et al., 2011), AJ1% x,
hzyetd2dE, NEG=1,2,..., NOAHB LT —% DMK, vh,..., (xV,
YR ExbhllE, ThoofrmcdBEy =f0xRET S
ZETHDL, 22, EEOANNT MV X T, x2, .., xR0,
niIANBOH (FEEORKR) Thd, Axicxd 5 j&FHEOHHE

=1,2, ..., m)D T G(x',uj,0) 1%

I = il

207 (5.1)

G(x', pj,0) = exp (=

TtTRIND, ERIZBWT widj FHOFHEBEOREIEEEO F L, o
L/ BFHOTREBOREEBOERERTH D, I LI AT X' I2% 9 %5 RBF

* v hU—27 Ol HEyIE

Z G (xh, ), 07) (5.2)

ThHxbhd, 22T, widjHEBOFMBEOEA, RBF *v MU —
70%, AN AR AOEGEmMIZTEEEZOU T2 LR EMNTH
572, iR E & LTRBF x*y FU—27 OHA{HL9% ..., 9V & Hdili
T =2 {yLyt Lyt O ZRBENZS AL R D,

N
2 (5.3)
i=1
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ZoELE, By, Fo KUOEL W MVERIET DD
RBF *v Y= ICHRAKRTETHDIFHAZRHAL, HEREED
BEE THRUVKRL CEHET S,

0FE
;q&)=uﬂt—1)—n5;7;:35 (5.4)
]
0E
0;(t) =gt —1) — Mo tt=1) (5.5)
]
0E
W](t) = Wj(t 1) — T]m (5.6)
J

2T, IR, pixEEERTH DL, AMETIE, ABEENLE
D=y FOEKEN 30, HABIT1TITKREL, FHFEDN 0.01 £72% RBF
Xy N =27 BT, 1500 HDOY =T R NT =2 DA77 |
N — VAEOHM(BEN T — %) &, 840 DT A NT — X EH Wiz,
728, RBF Tl 5 /L oE %L Matlab S iE B 5N T1T - 7= (Matlab,

2018a),

523 A v X —aR— NN & ahJc RO HEE

WRMEERFZORMEFHFABE IS NT, B _BICARTR AT A
(2 & HLTD B8 o fii 4k 1) &t B 2 17 - 7=, A& KK HLTD BLAY o i
ORI RETE—VAEORBEZFHL 010, BEHAE 130.5 cm,
JEH1S5em 7 7 U VLA EmE LT, MMAMNE TE-TZ 480K
FFHR CKTE 40 cm O KAE P 5 IS SEATIZR% & L 72 (Fig. 5.2). &% & Uit &
X 40-90 cm/s @ 10 cm/s B & L, A (a)lL 5°H @ T 15-30°, & — /L

5 (NAMERL) 1% 5o kR T-30-45°1c % E L7-, EBRERIC HLTD BLA
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O LS FREBICER 16 mm TR S 36 cm O XFHBEZEIY 1, TOX
Fite & Ry i et (B L¥EKRUSH A& 4N) ICHERT D2 &

RV, WAKRPICB T ORI B L) LD EFRIL 7, FER
THROoNEEG W ER DD, B IRE CL(=2L/(pSV?), HL IR E Cp (=
2D/(pSV?)), BIXOBAMOE R E(O)ENREEI LT DL A /L X Re
(=VeaRDlz, SEIEBEOBEBBETHY, pviZZEhhETNKOE
FELEBHERETHY, VIZRETH D, WMEITHEAELDS 1.5m O L
CREINTE T XTHEFEHNTEHHA L, V7Y 7KK
20 Hz T20 BRIGHH S N2 RAE DX, WEMLE & bIZT V2 LR
FA—F—Z@LTCAN—YF Lraryta—F—CANL, ThbD¥E
B & W, EBREFOKIEIX 12-14CTHh - 72,

LR ERICENT, BT OF vy ¥ —R— NI EREDA %
TRHINTWEZERNKFAOATOMBLEECOBYENDMR TX
2o, £Z T, RBF ®ET b RkOoNlcdA vy X —R—FKDt —LAE
EHWT, BRAKMER CHNZAAT o —VAE L. LK
BLEOBBLY, RETPOA Yy X —R—FOH FLIFREEHEB L,
ERMEOEPILE 3 ECHRoEFHREL LICHAELE, 2720, R
MR FAE L br— VAR OBEBEELOFREICENT, &y ¥ —=R
— &M (/I Fe—7) OBFEERGEHE 0.7, 0.5 & L, 22k,
o =R =KL (/7 Fa—7) OKPTEREIT 429 gw, 188 gw
Tholz, —FH, ER IO — LY AT LADOHERBEEICHO N T, 72—
THOHEGEL (M6, 1991) A LT, EHDOYV —7%m (&
R) OMMEZ 30ecm & LT, TORFAZHADOHA L LTAT v 7 0.1

m CURDONVT 7y ZIEIT KD BN Lz,
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53 iR

531 A v H—R—=—FOEBIIRITTY—TRIKRILDZE

WMok AfoU =TI e —VABEORERIN T — &% 0O —
% Fig. 5.3 12”7 %, RMEEN 60cm/s DHEAI, V—7TEHOHE LW
Rahicxt LT, B =L AEDOREEIIIEB N DR ol 1272 L
Whi, MAKXOKRAOEREZ BB T HREE L IF@EE, + v ¥ —5K—

ZORBL VLI ERBEINTE, FMAMEETCY -7 E/IKED
(L/DYye F v B —AR— FONIMER & RIZER & O R % Fig. 5.4 12
T3, ZEMKIET e — LA (angle of heel), A XL T « /L b (angle of
til)y Tdh L, Ko, W, WEE, SME, SMUEE & 5 B 22605 E
2 Fig. 552 &NTW5E, ZTUHLDORRENLHRD E, U—TR/IKIE
DEN/NEL, V=EPWEmICHES DL, v & —=4R— NiEHME
L, 25460820, PHRERICEBWT 285 L0/ —TE/
KEDO AT L & &, Z OSMEAMA A 30°LL B2 72 o 2% 3 <2l
BinrZEeniohnz, ZnE, V=7 ETE, Ay ¥ —FK—F
D7 Z7y NMIBITDHIV—TENOHERKRSIFIREL 2D, KFmEE
CBILAMEREOF X —AR - FOH NIRRT, U—TEHD
NRIEE R O BN/ W2 Lk, Iy —4K— NIy
TEHEET LD EBZEZIONL, 2N LT, V-TEIRS 2D L,
FEBREOWGKEICH L THERIVBT VT BRI KD LT, HHEL
RIT K RDIER I oTz, —J, AIBZBRICOVWTIE, 77 EDR
Bl epl, BBHEIKRELS o, REALABEHAAEIIES Lo
e v —AR—FKOb—LAELT 4LV NAEZE LD DH & (Fig.
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5.6), A~ CAKHEREIC L D 3002 B DNBEAENEL S
AL, NAMER O & & b I RTREE A E O Z B & PHIZ£10°8L
NTH o7,

532 A v H—R— KONINMER A E O TR

SEHEoOU—7EHE e —LVAEDOVEYEEZ 72 v b LT Fig. 5712
AT, W - AMELEEEEFTHRHMEINTEHE/ICHIT, vy ¥ —FK—
RSB L 72 RE S, U — 7R NBEEFEIC/NS Do 7o, Fig. 5.8 IZR
T LI, RMEERNICA Y ¥ — KR — FRAEEEE O EICIE, 75%
DT —7RN@MEDBMOLG AT D 25%0E OE I 2722 &
NH, S LTY =7 RAODOEYMEN S A v & — K — KOS iz 5]
ZHHATEL2 2L 2EB%T 5, —77, -20°00 5 90°L TOHPHIZFH W T
NAMEARI O K& S 2hnbbd, RMHEEZ Loy — 7k o FEE#E
(Z B R A B L R D LR D o T

ZDRD, V—TRNDOKGRINT =22 HNTcREENY ML,
RBF E7 VOANEE L, Ay ¥ —AKR—Foe—LrAmEELHNIELEL
IS 2B L72.840 DT 2 b5 — Z 00 b OHEEE & E K %
7my hLEZDOMN Fig.5.9 Th D, 73.8%ICH 725 620 DT — % TH,
MH DAy =R — ROt —/VAEEZFAELSLINOREE CTHE CTE
oo TOHWT, B —JLAEN-20-0°% FEH, 0-30°% 1FIFE L, 30-90°
ARESNMBEEEERET DL, TRENOHRIEN 69.2, 76.9, 76.3%T

& o 7= (Table 5.1),
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533 A v & —HR— KR E& a2 EO T3 &R

WAL KR EBR TR S A vy ¥ — R — KON - wil LB AHA E L,
T EEDOAF vy X —HREB XOMER R & OB % Fig. 5.10 1237,
ERTZe —VvAaE, AREIT o VIAETHDL, E— L AEIZHONT
X, Ay F =R = FPENICENESE T, 4y Z — ML a5t MR
—BREDP ST NMALTELLEHNDLIDOT, T —FBND7holoin,
P A & A > Z — R KO e Mo BER 2 » 5 &, 1ZIEHMAA
REBRICHDZENE R D, £, 50cm/s DELMFHEE TH v F — R —
ROBAEAEN 30°LL k&Aoo h, 4 v & — K& fl e B3NS
K TlpotzUHic, v —FR—FORBEMIIA Yy X —R—FLHED
BHE I RIETHEND o7,

Wiz, M AMER»SELNTEA Yy X —R—FNOHH, KK
e — VAEORREE Fig. 5.11 12" 7, EROAO#MBPEICBWVT, b
—VAER200F THMBM L THH VRIS B EDOEITRD bR
Mmofe, L2rL, AMALEEFFRMIND LA vy ¥ —FK— ROEZHN
REERDT, EEOHBRETITETFABICHREL TiITbivd, —F,
oA =R —=FPANBELEHATIE, BHREKPSNBEAEOE L &

AT MmN D B AL, Fig. 5.10 /R L7z — v/ LR
OREOHEAMFRLEBIEF-—HTI2MENGoNT, HBHREOE/ITH L
Te—VAEOENMIZ KL DMANBRBA~DEE LIV o7,

WP OL A —R—F ol —LAEICL->THELNDH T
REroHEINEA Yy Y —HRBS L OCMERREE Z0 b0 FERIMHE L
DB L7 R % Fig. 512 2T, AidA vy & —[/M, 43w R
Thod, WITHORMMEEICENT, #HERETSREETHD, KL<
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—H L TWARZENERD,

5.4 &5

HEROER Fbe— LV BETEIV—-TEEZHMAKGED 3-6 5, RO
HOLMETIEIIDHIZESLBROVB LTI T TWS Z E25E 2T, K
METIIV TR LEAKBEDO(L/D)E 2.85-133 ICE 2 CEBREIT- 12,
ORIV RELL ZODORBVICHTFLENnTEL, 1) V=T
RIKEOWHNBIFAE TCHLLISG, Ty —FR— FBRMEICRD, I
=R =P TENE T — AL bHol, v ¥ —AK— RN)H#g
B LESAETIEREB IR Ry, Ty —MREMEOBITNIFIEER
272D 2 ERBLE I ;2) L/ID W 3-6 DFEHT, vy ¥ —3H— KR
EIE L TR 30°FREONMBEA AR S, &> ¥ — kL& wkHE
DREMMNIZW;3) LIDP 66U EOGE, v & —KR—FPRFELTH
HAENELY KREL, Pe— L REORE A RIBICHDTLI/HERTSH
> 7, BEEDHAFSEIC L Y (Shen et al., 2015; Mellibovsky et al., 2015), W
SME R FE A 200N DO #EBHIC B W T, A v X — R — FOH RN E
ER LD 10%RERAD L2 LIxARFEE —FTEBY, 40°LL Lo PNl
R TIEA Yy =R = FOH IR S0%REXRT L, 2D X511,
e — L@ EIRF & ER-T Ay X —FR— FORMET O RSB
MWEETHDL I EBRRBINT,

FHEIZBWT, Ay ¥ —F - PR @EEEDFICHEEINLL L &
RV — TN m b o TL DM O IR (Choe et al., 2007)%F O JRH K IZ X -
T—RNICEZ 2080 ELERTIZ, Ay ¥ —F—FKoEhnrbdbx
FHWMIET, BEXOT 74 RV EY—TDENIZE > TR DA
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THOFREFTEAEEZMR DI &M TE % (Shen, 1988; Paschen, 2003;
Chen et al., 2018), B /KM FEE CTIL, AR L7ZBEED SR B EHOIR
BICLHDBELA R VWO T, FEFREAAZEFLTRMBINDS Z &N
MRINTWDL, L2rL, Al L2 X5 CEGKIRECHT L2 —7 0
REEZEZTLEHATIE, Ay X —FR—FORIBENERICEZ D2 EE
FR &L RV (Fig. 5.4), WHMERI ZEICITRE R EELH X TLE
P9, M EIZBWVWT, ZOXIRA vy X —AR— FORMEREOHHITHS
WT, v X —FR— KRN F -3 RICER LSS T, WMo
ENRFRERLS Y, BEOEBE A BE LM THEF NI L2
50T, TOEPBOBEMBEMERTIE, &y % —F— FPREEE L7
EoOMmEHHT L ENTE D, — 0, Ty Z—AR"— FREHETIC
NAMER L 72356 Tit, RMAEEROERIY, V—7EHEE—
VAEEOBBRAWHETIE RN >7ZDOT, KETIX, V—7EHOE
RINT — A DEROTEEHERT Pz Edmo AN e L, FREEZL
CEHB SN NN ERAEEH D E LI RBF=a—F b Xy hU —7
I8 MPOLy X =R —FONIMARAE OB DOHEE FiEEZ AR
o TORER, T0%L LT — & TWIMER A B &2 £ 5°LLN O K T HE
ETE, 72, ZREAALAMIECHELNT-E —LAEOHERE %
MWW Tkdbiviedy & — ML aEmREIE, EBRTEUINME

(

(R

Iy

MR I W—ER REINT=Z N, KIFETHEELEZY —TENIZ
= A
e EEZEOH AR EH I TV ARWRERTHL H D REEIR

Rhbor—nBEOR@EREZ THI TE S LEF 5,

oAy F—R— FERAEOHTE HiEDORLGMENFHEND b,
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Input layer Hidden layer Output layer

Fig. 5.1. Topology diagram of the RBF neural network in the present study.
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Inward posture

Outward posture

Fig. 5.2 Hydrodynamic experiment in the flume tank when the posture of the HLTD is

inward (upper) or outward (lower).
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Fig. 5.3 Examples of time series data of warp tension and angle of heel during the towing. Here, the towing speed was 60 cm/s, and the warp
length /water depth was 3.3.
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Fig. 5.4 The relationship between the warp length / water depth and angle of heel (left) or tilt (right) when the towing speed was 60 cm/s.
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Inward posture Straight posture

Fig. 5.5 Photos of the inward, straight, outward postures and fallen outward of the towed HLTD.
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Fallen outward Inward posture Outward posture
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Fig. 5.6 Relationship between angle of tilt and angle of heel for otter board postures of fallen outward, outward, inward at towing speed of 50,
60, 70 cm/s.
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Fig. 5.7 Relationship between warp tension and angle of heel for otter board postures of fallen outward, outward, inward at towing speed of 50,
60, 70 cm/s.
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Fig. 5.8 Results about warp tension of fallen outward, inward and outward postures at

towing speed of 50, 60, 70 cm/s.
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Fig. 5.9 Result of simulated and experimental angles of heel of the test data. Here, e is the
absolute error of both angles. black: error is less than 5°, blue is in the range of 5-10°, red
i1s more than 10°. And the regions of -20-0°, 0-30°, 30-90° are assumed as outward, straight,

and falling inward postures in this study, respectively.
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Table 5.1 Accuracy of the predicted value for the test data, and accuracy of otter board

postures of outward, straight and falling inward postures.

Error Number Accuracy
e<5 620 73.8%
5=<e<10 44 52%
e>=10 176 21.0%

Posture Accuracy
Outward posture (-20- 0° ) 69 2%
Straight posture (0- 30° ) 76.9%
Falling inward (30- 90° ) 76.3%

113



250 - 250 -

[ XJ I E.
(] ]
=200 a8 b&. =200 1 % ’o
éE.’, - of0ee® © ;S« o® ©
) “%' ' ) '.
E ® ° E ®
S150 A o o S150 1 )
£ “. o [ ] (] ®
- ) - (<}
2 o = o
° S
'~5100 . OO. halOO . o O.
g Inward posture Outward posture g g ®
2, eV=50cm/s OV=>50cm/s [
@ 50 - “ 50 A
eV =60cm/s OV=060cm/s
eV=70cm/s oV=70cm/s
0 T T T T T T T L] 0 L) L) T T T T T 1
=30 <15 0 15 30 45 60 75 90 30 <15 0 15 30 45 60 75 90
Angle of heel (deg.) Angle of tilt (deg.)
120 - 120 -
00 8o Po
100 4 &, 100
E .‘Q '...oo . § . w® .
s 80 1 0o o s 80
g feor) o Y 3 g Oee °®
@ @» e @0 ®
& ﬁ) ° ° 20 &. )
=60 4 OO 2 60 - 0
> e o0 g @
5 e eo00 oo oo
':’5 40 - ® g 40 ®
2 ()
w2 w2
20 - 20 A
30 -15 0 15 30 45 60 75 90 -30 <15 0 15 30 45 60 75 90
Angle of heel (deg.) Angle of tilt (deg.)

Fig. 5.10 Relationships between the towing postures of the HLTD and spread of the otter

board (upper) or the wing net (lower). Here, left is angle of heel, right is angle tilt.
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Fig. 5.11 Lift and drag coefficients of the HLTD in relation to the angle of heel when the

angles of attack were 15°, 20°, 25°, 30°.
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Heoew U MM AA Y —AR—FOBERME I 2L —

=V

=
i

6.1

CNEFTOER P —LVREDL L, IREAELHBL TEDY
ZLOMPPETEZLIIICHRALSEDBREEEM LA OBE IR
THEY, BEPICHYBET Y —TRITHIERSCRIGKE, G afE, F
I EFORBRICEL > TRAL DN, BARBFEO/NEK A HEEE TIX
WG KEICHT AT —TENI-6FRETITOIL TV S,

—7, F—#BCE N TEBEEDOER Mo — b i3T5 B) 2 #E B E R
HOMEOMET e AR RICKE 8L LTI HENEFEEBEDIC
W EFohTWD, ZOX)RfEREEREZKREL SO, K& e —b
BEDORKBEFBERANDZDICIE, MEHMEIE 2 L2, MWD
HENTHOLA vy X —AR—FOBERMPI A THLEEZOND,
LL, MEFORBRTUY—-TOBOBLLLNITEE LT FH#H
ET, v X4 —A—FEZWEZTVD I THMIELZ &idmd TEHL
WO (IE# S, 19835 A T 5, 2006),

AETIE, BGEEOMNERE R OA v & — &R — 0 REHH|IZ
D, ATHEMEIEA LAy ¥ =R —FOBERE Y I 2L —va %
1Tolme £, v Z—RER e — /LI 2T LOBHEMZ B &
T 5720ll, VAT Lr0EHFEALEE, V-TEOKRVHLE
IEEE LTFEBIEICL D VAT A0S ZHHm I Lz, KRIC
Tyv—arite—% MW ABHEFIEEREEL, v TFHEE
D77V E DAy XA ROBERM IaL—va %k
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1T -7,
6.2 HMEE FHIE
6.2.1 JEHR ha—/LI 2T A OEB) TR & BT

Fovd—RER PO =LY 2T AOBMEEEEZ BT 572012, M,
MM, &y X —AR—FBLRYV—TEFEOoue—7HE2HOILER M — L
VAT AEARBZBOBERICET VL THN TS FEER D, 2
T, MiEF—ELmIcER L REL, DN EERMAZERL, &
HWICHRZGEDT-OIC 2RI eEE E L TH# o5, Fig. 6.1 ITR-"T X5
2, Ay A —FR—FEMIIESRELTCEMT S, FELAMOr — 73
TE— A POBERNLZTWVWEDOEL, U—T LTI 4 RLOH&ELE
KNWE AT ARERICEDLEEN N VWO T, BETEZ L0 LT
A

BERMEBICES T 25645258, EdoXSIcET7 kL
KR fr— Vv X7 L0EFEHT, KXTRINDT T Y
(Lagrange) D EHE) X2 H W TRRETE 5,

d (0Tz\ 0Tg
a(a—%)—a—%=0k (6.1)
CIZTUE, TEE v AT LA0EB = X V¥ —, quld —BAL B, Ocld—
it 1 CchHH*k=1,2,...,N), HORIEZZH LT AT LAOEH T KL
X—Teld, MBLOPA v F—FR—RNIZE—AL IR0 E D LA
E T AL,

1

1 1
Tg = ErnsVs2 + Emo%z + Emnv;‘zz (6.2)
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Wb, ZZW2iE, MOoBEEIEI m,, Ty ¥ —AFR— RROEEIL mo,, MD
HEXm ThHD, (LERAOME V, v ¥ —HFh— N&@EDB ) HE
Vo & ValdZFNZEF N TRD BN D,

V. =x (6.3)

V= J(x sin@; + 16,)2 + (% cos 6; — i)z (6.4)

V — (réz COS(Ql - 92) + x Sin 91 + lél)z + (6 5)
" (% cos0; — I — 8, sin(8; — 6,))?

Z Z T, 6 (pitch angle of the warp)lEfit & A v ¥ — AR — K &2 2572 U —
TOMAT, OIEAyF—AR—FEef@EO2R T T4 RLDKFTM
EDRTHETHD, £, x FMOBEERBE, (L riZV—T¢ET7 75
A RVOESTHD, —F, =1L OnlE, quiTWUNERL 8qr & 5 2
ol EZZ, VAT AICMA TN TINT HHE A4 LD,

04,

= 6.6
34, (6.6)

Qk

ERD, L, ER Po— Ly AT AL, — WAL EEAE g X x, I,
01, O M T 22 LICK-oT, KR M=V AT AOEREE S
BRIT (6.7-6.10) XD L o172 5,
(mg + m, + my)¥ — (m, + my,) cos 0, [ + (m, + m,)1sin 6, 6,
+ rm,, sin 0, 6, + 2(m, + m,,)isin 6, 6,
(6.7)

+ (m, + my)l cos 6, 62 + m,,r cos 6, 62

:F_DS_DO_Dn_fo_fn
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(m, + my)l — (m, + m,) cos 0, ¥ + rm,, sin(6; — 6,) 6,

— rm, cos(8; — 6,) 6% — (m, + m,)16?

(6.8)
=Ty — (Do + Dy + fo + fn) cos 6, — (W, + W, — N,
— N,)sin 6,
(m, + m)I?0; + (m, + m,)1sin 6, ¥ + rm,Lcos(6, — 6,) 6,
+ rmy,lsin(6; — 6,) 2% + 2(m, + m,)1i6,
(6.9)
=I(W,+ W, — N, — N,)cosb;
—l(Dy + Dy + f + f) sin 0,
m, 126, + rmy, sin @, ¥ + rm,l cos(6; — 6,) 6,
+ rmy, sin(8; — 6,) [ + 2rm,, cos(6; — 6,) i6,
(6.10)

— rmy,Lsin(8; — 6,) 6?7
=r(W, — N,) cos@, —r(D,, + f,,) sinb,
=L, FixmoHiEl, 1,139 —7EITHD, Dy, Du, Do ITH,
MeEFy ZF—R— OB, Wo, WolTM & A v ¥ —HR— FOKFEE,
Nu, No T E A v X =R —=RFPEBENOZT DN TH D, fo(=CrW,),
FCGCAW)ZERICAE LT v ¥ — R — REMOEET, Cn, CmlxZ
NENOEBEBR LD, 22T, ERERLIIARAESD 2 KT
R R — LY AT AEBZZTEY, MBIOMICE HIXET oy
ZHAWE, ER Mo —L#@oOE D, IOV Tk, kXA (6.11-6.12)T#
N
D, = %CdnpSn% (6.11)
Cyn = 1.54R;9%° (6.12)
2T, Sy MR ERE, Vil x FRICBTAMEOBEEE TH D, Can
T OEBRE T, FHNARHEAER d 2RERS LT DL LR
B Rea DEASL(Hu et al., 2001) L THRIND (FEHFL, RAK), F v
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Z—AR— RFoEtizwkich s,

1
D, ZECdopSoV;JZx (6.13)
Vig = Vo = X + 1 cos 0, + 16, sin 6, (6.14)

ZIT, S 3 Ay X =R — FOEMEBE, Vor, Cao 1:% OB E S & K
nfREThsr, 6.DNITHBNT, M, Ay F—AR—-—FBI®re—-7H0D
BEIIMOERICHURTIFEAFEHRALTLELXZ R, £/, X
(6.7-6.10)DHFIZJER b — /LY AT LADEEITE 2 D BN DR VIE

AT E, b sncER TROIDTICRSIND,

mg¥ =F =Ds =Dy =Dy —fo — fu (6.15)
(m, + m)I =T, — (D, + Dy + f, + f,) cos 8; — (W, + W,, — N,
(6.16)
— N,) sin 0,

(my + my)1l6; = (W, + W, — N, — Np,) cos 6;

(6.17)
— (Do + Dy + fo + fo) sin6;

m,r6, = (W, — N,,) cos 8, — (D, + f,,) sin 6, (6.18)
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622 7y7rY—arha—T D&

—HOHIEHEBR TCHEONLEREEZ L LI, Ay X —br— LT RT
LoETHFREAX, 77y UL AR D br — T (fuzzy logic
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Hfzq?i=A;ﬁmny=cy (6.19)
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h = A} (D) - AL () -+ AT () (5.20)
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m m
y°=thck/th (5.21)
k=1

=1

ABFIETIX, Mamdani 7 7 ¥ —#m 5 2 MV, min-max #H0E % R
I L 7=(Lee et al., 1995, 2000), A v ¥ —A — FOBEE % #l 1 3 5 Fik
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If e(k) is A and de(k) is B, then u(k) is C (5.22)
e(k) = ref(k) — y(k) (5.23)

de(k) = e(k) — e(k — 1) (5.24)

u(k) = i(k) (5.25)
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Trawl net

7 ———_+¥_ Off-bottom distance

Fig. 6.1 Model of bottom otter trawl system. x is the longitudinal position of vessel, / is the length of the warp, 0 is the angle between warp
and horizon, 6, is the angle of bridle and horizon, r is the length of the bridle.
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Table 6.1 Trawl system parameters used to simulate the trawl behavior in this study.

Bottom otter trawl system parameters used to simulate
the trawl behavior 1 this study

Weight of trawl net in water, m, (g) 188
Averaged twine diameter, d (mm) 0.58
Twine area of trawl net, S, (cm?) 34555
Friction coefficient of trawl net, Cs 0.5
Weight of otter board in water, m, (g) 429.4
Drag coefficient of otter board, Cao 1.2
Wing area of otter board, S, (cm®) 1194
Friction coefficient of otter board, Cy, 0.7
Bridle length, » (cm) 320
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Fig. 6.2 Membership function used in this study. u is the degree of aftiliation, e is the depth

error, de is the change of depth error, u is the winch speed.
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Rule 1

Rule 2 \ \
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Rule 4

Rule 5 N\ N
Rule 6 N\ /
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Rule 8 /\ / \
Rule 9 /\ A

Rule 10 N\
Rule 11 /\

Rule 12 ‘
Rule 13
Rule 14 /\
Rule 15 /
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e=03m de=0.05m/s u=0.15m/s

Fig. 6.3 Fuzzy inference process to determine the control input of winch speed
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| Adjustment Se?lbed } Warp tension Trawl svstem
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1 learning
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posture
y(k)
e(k) s Reasoning .
Fuzgl- Defu.z;ﬂ- u(k)= Winch
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Control rule
de(k) base

Fig. 6.4 The automatic control system of bottom otter trawl gear using Al technology and fuzzy controller
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Fig. 6.5 Relationship between off-bottom distance of otter board and warp length/water

depth.
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Fig. 6.6 Numerical solution of the trawl system with winch speed of 0.1 m/s during the

warp reeled in from 10 to 6.8 m (desired off-bottom distance = 20 cm).
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Fig. 6.7 Numerical solution of the trawl system with winch speed of 0.1 m/s during the

warp payed out from 6.8 to 10 m (on-bottom).
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Fig. 6.8 Numerical solution of the trawl system with winch speed of 0.15, 0.1, 0.0.05 m/s

during the warp payed out from 6.8 to 10 m (desired off-bottom distance = 20 cm).
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Fig. 6.9 Response of the trawl system using consistent reel-in speed (u = 0.1 m/s) and

fuzzy control when the command of off-bottom distance is 20 cm.
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Fig. 6.10 Response of the trawl system using consistent reel-in speed (z = 0.1 m/s) and

fuzzy control when the command of off-bottom distance is 30 cm.
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Fig. 6.11 Response of the trawl system using consistent reel-in speed (z = 0.1 m/s) and

fuzzy control when the command of off-bottom distance is 40 cm.
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