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Fig.5.10 Comparison between estimation values and experimental results in zig-zag manoeuvr (Ship A in full load condition)
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10° Zig-zag Test (Trial)
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Fig.5.11 Comparison between estimation values and experimental results in zig-zag manoeuvr (Ship B in ballast condition)
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10° Zig-zag Test (Full Load)
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Fig.5.12 Comparison between estimation values and experimental results in zig-zag manoeuvr (Ship B in full load condition)
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10° Zig-zag Test (Full Load)
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Fig.5.14 Comparison between estimation values and experimental results in zig-zag manoeuvr (Ship A in full load condition)
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