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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

1.1 Background

Trawling is a method of fishing that involves dragging a cone or a funnel shaped fishing net (trawl) through
the water column behind one or two boats (trawlers). Trawls are divided into two main types depending on
whether they are towed along the sea floor or in mid water. A bottom (demersal) trawl is a trawl which is
towed along or close to the seafloor and used to catch demersal fish species such as cod, haddock, sand eel
and shrimp. In contrast to the bottom trawling, mid-water (pelagic) trawling is characterized by the fishing
gear not coming into contact with the seabed during fishing and used to fish pelagic species for example
herring, mackerel, blue whiting, tuna and sardines. One of the differences between a bottom trawl and a
mid-water trawl is that the latter does not require a ground gear to facilitate the tow across often coarse sea
bottom. Typical components of a bottom trawl are presented in Figure 1.1, p. 1.

] Headline Rope

gi— 1 i Codend
s L~ Ground Gear Footline Rope
Otter Boards V

(Trawl doors)

Figure 1.1: Key components of a bottom trawl [1].

The main goals pursued by a trawl designer is to maximize the catch of the target species with the largest
size, at the same time maintaining a low amount of by-catch, which is defined as juvenile fish or other marine
species that are caught unintentionally.

Catch maximization is provided by opening the trawl in the vertical and horizontal direction. Vertical
opening is maintained by the correct combination of floats on the headline rope and weights or ground gear
on the footline rope. Horizontal opening is maintained by using the otter boards (trawl doors) that diverge
from each other during towing due to their geometry. The extent of the horizontal opening is also influenced
by the towing speed.

1.1.1 Cod-end

Trapped inside the trawl, the catch is led thought the trawl belly and the extension piece towards the cod-end
where the catch is accumulated. One end of the cod-end is joined to the rest of the trawl though an extension
piece, while the other is tightened by a rope called cod-line fed through the last row of meshes. A typical
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cod-end is often made of two or four rectangular panels of netting joined at the sides by selvedges. Selvedges
are created by gathering few edge meshes of joint panels and binding them together. Often cod-end panels are
made of diamond mesh netting, square mesh netting or the combination of both as shown in Figure 1.2, p. 2.
Evaluation of a cod-end selectivity is a complex task. It depends on many parameters and their interaction,
such as towing speed, current amount of catch, material and geometry of the meshes, additional elements
attached to the cod-end structure, etc.

Figure 1.2: Bacoma cod-end with a round strap for lifting the catch aboard. Square mesh window takes half of the top
panel [2].

The choice of the mesh type highly in uences the selectivity of the cod-end. For example a diamond
mesh can be either conventional (TO)3® turned (T90) as shown in Figure 1.3, p. 2. In the traditional TO
netting orientation of the standard cod-end, the mesh bending resistance of the twines tends to close the
meshes. This mechanical behaviour is called mesh resistance to opening. Turning théfetérgrses
this mechanism, which provides a more open mesh [3]. The choice of the best netting type is not a trivial
task, since different types of meshing might improve the selectivity for say round sh species, but worsen it
for the square sh species.

Figure 1.3: Stretching of TO and T90 diamond meshes made of a single and a double twine.

Bigger cod-ends that are expected to carry large amount of catch are strengthened by attaching ropes
lengthwise to prevent stretching or circumstantially to restrict the diameter under the pressure of accumulated
sh [4]. These ropes are called lastridge ropes and round straps respectively, but also can be referred as
strengthening ropes (See Figure 1.4, p. 3).

The strengthening ropes affect the mesh openness and thus the selectivity of the cod-end. Lastridge ropes
are shorter than the stretched length of the netting to which they are attached. The ropes bear the tension that
would usually be in the mesh twines allowing the meshes to open and deform more easily. The extent of this
effect will depend on the length ratios of the rope and the netting [5]. Round straps are needed to divide the
catch in a cod-end into parts of a size convenient for lifting and handling aboard the vessel. The presence of
the straps limits the mesh openness in the circumference of the cod-end in the proximity of the strap. Apart
from that, in some seas the cod-ends are supplied with sorting devices such as sea lion and turtle exclusion
devices, that are out of the scope of this report.

1.1.2 Netting characteristics

Netting is made of the textile material such as nylon, polyester and polypropylene which differs from other
structural material by having a unique combination of exibility, anisotropy and uneven surface structure.
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Figure 1.4: Square mesh cod-end with various strengthening ropes [2].

The material anisotropy results in the behaviour where netting can only effectively resist tensile loading at
the same time having low or in some cases negligible resistance in compression, bending and torsion [6].
A basic unit of a netting panel is a mesh which is de ned by four twines and four knots as shown in
Figure 1.5, p. 3. The geometry of the mesh is often described through a mesh gidieh is double of the
unstretched twine lengtimy. In the diamond mesh representation the twine length can be measured between
the knot centers. However, for the meshes with bigger twine diarbetitre knot sizdg becomes signi cant,
and the hexagonal mesh representation is used. The openingraisgieeasured as a half angle between the
twines emerging from the same knot.

Figure 1.5: Geometric parameters of a mesh. The diamond representation (left) and the hexagonal representation (right)
of the mesh.

1.1.3 Challenges related to selectivity

Mesh openness during trawling have a major effect on sh sizes accumulating in the cod-end. Therefore,
knowing the mesh geometry in trawl cod-ends during trawling is of importance for being able to select
ef cient cod-end designs for different sheries. Reliable estimation of the cod-end shape during trawling is
directly connected to improvement the catch selectivity, thus reducing the negative environmental impact of
trawling. Previously, studies of trawl selectivity have been carried out in full scale at the sea. However, due
to the large number of uncontrollable parameters, numerous trials have to be undertaken in order to obtain
a reasonable amount of data for statistical analysis. This leads to expensive studies, that have not proven
to be effective. It is mostly due to the fact that one cannot extrapolate the experimental data to predict the
selectivity due to new combinations of parameters outside the scope of the experiment [7][8].

To overcome this limitation, with the development of numerical methods it was possible to use predictive
computer models of cod-end selectivity. The models such as PRESEMO [9], have been developed during the
last decade and are able to simulate cod-end selectivity with respect to different cod-end parameters. Even
though these tools are based on approximations, their results are often reliable. However, it is important to
know the sh behaviour and the mechanical cod-end behaviour to have an accurate prediction.
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1.2 State of the art in cod-end shape estimation

In general, the cod-end can be regarded as a very exible structure with very large potential deformations
due to its geometry and the netting material behaviour. In this respect, the modelling of the cod-end shape is
more complicated than other structures with only small deformations (building components, machine parts)
as it involves geometric non-linearity.

A cod-end that consists of only one type of meshes can be reasonably considered axis-symmetric. Under
this assumption O"Neill [10] have developed an analytical model where he derived differential equations that
govern the geometry of axis-symmetric cod-ends for a range of different mesh shapes. Priour et al. [8] have
developed a numerical axis-symmetric model based on nite element method by looking at the force balance
on the twine elements on one row along the cod-end length (Highlighted in Figure 1.6, p. 4). The model
is valid for the cod-end made up of diamond and rectangular meshes. However, when the twines become
thicker, the knot size affects the mesh geometry, that rather resembles a hexagon than a diamond as was
shown in Figure 1.5, p. 3. It was found that the hexagonal mesh is more suitable to describe the actual shape
of the meshes in the cod-ends. Therefore, Priour [7] has extended the previous axis-symmetric model to
account for knot size by the hexagonal mesh description.

Figure 1.6: Axis-symmetric models with 25 meshes along, 25 meshes around and 13 meshes blocked by catch. The
diamond mesh representation (left) and the hexagonal mesh representation (right)PwitBm.

In the case of the axis-symmetric model, only the forces symmetric about the cod-end axis can be
considered. Those forces are the twine tensions and the hydrodynamic forces. As a downside of the model,
the asymmetric forces such as catch weight, buoyancy forces cannot be accounted for. The operational
conditions when towing happens with an angle to the cod-end axis can neither be simulated. However, the
biggest limitation is that only possible to model cod-ends consisting of one type of meshes, and no additional
attachments. This fact disallows to test a realistic cod-end with different strengthening ropes as shown in
Figure 1.4, p. 3. Furthermore, the numerical axis-symmetric models rely on the assumption that twines have
a negligible bending stiffness and are fully compressible.

Figure 1.7: A 3D cod-end model based on triangular nite elements with a round strap.

A more general 3D FEM model based on triangular elements is developed by Priour [11]. Priour
formulates a triangular element for netting where the boundaries are not necessary parallel to the twines or
to the mesh diagonals. Each vertex is linked to the net, so when the equilibrium position of each vertex is
found, the equilibrium position of the net is found. The model takes into account the twine tension, the drag
force on the net due to the current, the pressure created by the catch in the cod-end, the buoyancy and weight
of the net, the mesh opening stiffness and the bending stiffness of the net. This FEM model resulted in
non-commercial nite element packageMNET developed atFREMER Comparisons between previously
mentioned analytic axis-symmetric model and 3D FEM model with triangular elements have been made [12]
and showed a relatively good results. A big advantage of triangular elements is that they are able to cover a




1.3 Thesis purpose and limitations 5

large number of meshes (Figure 1.7, p. 4), in contrast to the 3D models, where netting is discretized with bar
or beam elements for each twine as suggested by Tsukrov et al. [13]. Due to the high number of degrees
of freedom the time required for the determination of the equilibrium position for the bar based models is
generally long. In this sense both numerical axis-symmetric and 3d model with triangular elements are more
computationally ef cient.

In recent years, there is a trend towards the use of netting materials manufactured with thicker and
stiffer twines. The increased mesh resistance to opening of such materials as well as compression resistance
especially at the knots has a notable impact on the cod-end deformation. The problem was investigated
by O Neill [14], Morvan et al. [15], Prada and Gonzalez [16] and Sala et al. [17], that resulted in the
development of several analytical, numerical and experimental approaches for non-linear stiffness models
of a net twine. Those more advanced twine models, however, were never combined with the numerical
axis-symmetric models. The analytical axis-symmetric model by O Neill on the other hand considers this
mechanical behaviour, and shows the results that are in good correspondence [12] with a more general
numerical 3D model for the netting deformation.

The equilibrium shapes of netting structures modeled with FEM are normally calculated by solving
the equilibrium equations of the model with the iterative Newton—Raphson (NR) method [11]. In contrary,
de la Prada and Gonzélez [18] have assessed suitability of gradient-based energy minimization methods
to calculate the equilibrium shape of netting structures. Their tests on triangular FEM models indicate
that the L-BFGS (Limited memory Broyden—Fletcher—Goldfarb—Shanno) has a great potential to replace
or complement the Newton—Raphson method in the equilibrium analysis. Nevertheless, similarly to NR,
L-BFGS suffers from convergence problems when the initial shape is bad. Generation of a good initial shape
for the numerical cod-end model has not been well documented.

Some of the aforementioned models were validated by ume tank testing [11]. In the tank a tested
cod-end with a catch is subjected to current and its shape contour is captured by a digital camera. the
contour obtained experimentally is then compared to the numerically obtained contour of the cod-end. As an
improvement, it is possible to use motion capturing systems to get a spatial representation of the cod-end
shape. Madsen et al. [3] us€@UALISYS [19] for a qualitative comparison of different cod-end designs.
QuALIsYs nds its application in such elds as bio-mechanics, robotics and Im industry. The system uses a
stereo principle with a number of underwater cameras, that by means of triangulation can detect the position
of re ective markers being placed on the object of interest. Applied to the eld of shing gear design this
approach has a potential of allowing more quantitative validation of the numerical models.

1.3 Thesis purpose and limitations

The purpose of this master thesis is to document an implementation and comparison of two different
numerical models for estimation of cod-end shape and towing resistance during towing. Main milestones of
the thesis are:

1. Describe the derivation and features of the two numerical models: axis-symmetric model and 3D FEM
model based on planar triangular elements.

2. Implement the models in a computer program using a general purpose programming laGgaege
Object Oriented Programming paradigm. Describe classes and their responsibilities, as well as other
critical implementation details. As a limitation, user interface is not developed.

3. Allow the numerical models to be applied independently, but also explore how the models can be
combined to increase the performance. Research and apply the methods to obtain a suf cient speed
and robustness of the calculation routine.

4. Compare the numerical models in order to identify when the faster axis-symmetric model can be used
instead of the slower, yet more detailed 3D model and yield the same results.

5. Validate the models against a ume tank test in a quantitative way by comparing the numerical models
to a test cod-end shape sampled with a 3D motion tracking system.

1.4 Outline of the thesis report

The rest of the thesis is organized as follows:
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Chapter 2, p. 7 presents mathematical-physical models of the axis-symmetric and the triangular nite
element models.

Chapter 3, p. 23 presents the computer implementation and the solution algorithms.

Chapter 4, p. 35 presents the numerical comparison between the two models.

Chapter 5, p. 43 presents the validation of the two models with the experiment from the ume tank.
Chapter 6, p. 49 presents the conclusion and discussion of the future work.




CHAPTER 2

Mathematical models

In this chapter two numerical cod-end models are described. The models are: the 3D FEM model based on
the triangular elements [11] and the axis-symmetric model with hexagonal mesh representation [7]. The goal
of this chapter is to present the underlying model assumptions and derivation of the force equations, that are
used later to nd the equilibrium of the structure.

Since the problem at hand is a exible netting structure, the forces in both models are geometrically
non-linear. The equilibrium shape of the structure is achieved when a deformed con guration of the structure
X provides the force equilibrium to the systéniX) = 0. Commonly for netting structures, the resulting
equation system is solved iteratively with Newton-Raphson method [20].

J(Xi)hi= F(X) (2.1)
Xi+1= Xi+ h (2.2)

Here the non-linear system is linearized with Taylor approximation and solved for displadeniéda
deformed con guration of the structure is updated by the displacement to yield a new con guration for the
linearization. The process is repeated until the force equilibrium is achieved. The classic version of the
method relies on the analytical representation of force Jacdl{idh that is intentionally omitted in the
original papers describing the models. Here the force derivatives forming Jacobian matrices are included in
Appendix B and Appendix A.

2.1 3D Model based on triangular elements

In this section the 3D FEM model for cod-ends is considered. The model is based on the planar triangular
elements developed by Priour [11]. Triangular elements offer high exibility in both geometric modelling
and numerical calculation aspects.

From the geometric modelling perspective, the triangles are widely used to approximate the curvature
of an arbitrary 3D shape. There are many algorithms available for mesh re nement and smoothing, some
of which are applied to the problem at hand Section 3.4, p. 30. In the particular nite element method, a
triangular element works as a super element that combined all the effects of the twines contained within it.
This allows to avoid the problems typical for the models where individual physical twines are modeled by
bar elements [13] also known as numerical twines. For those models the bars must be aligned to the physical
twines of the netting which limits the designer’s freedom of joining netting panels made of different meshes.

From the numerical calculation perspective, the triangular element allows to reduce the total amount of
d.o.f. in the model and thus the calculation time compared to the models based on bar elements. Due to the
fact that position of each vertex of a triangle depends on the forces acting on the netting, the equilibrium of
the entire net is found when the equilibrium of all the vertices is found.

2.1.1 Coordinate systems

Apart from the standard Cartesian coordinates, the 3D FEM model operates in two additional panel-related
2D coordinate systems that are presented in Figure 2.1, p. 8.

Mesh coordinates; andv; indicate how many meshes there are between the origin and the target point
along two Cartesian vectotsandv. Theu andv direction vectors vary from triangle to triangle and depend
on the global netting deformation. The deformation, however, does not change the mesh coordinates of the
nodes. For example, node 3 in Figure 2.1, fb)8is located 4 meshes alomngdirection and 3 meshes along
v direction from the origin independent on the panel deformation. The mesh coordinates are used by net
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designers and net makers to describe the width and length of a netting panel and also to position additional
elements on the panel, such as cuts, strengthening ropes, rings etc.

Twine coordinatet); andV; follow the same principle. They indicate how many twines there are between
the origin and the target pointlong two Cartesian vectoksandV. Similarly to the mesh coordinates the
twine coordinates of the vertices are constant under the netting deformatiob). &V directions vary
from triangle to triangle and depend on the netting deformation. For example, node 3 in Figure 2.1, p. 8
(c) is located 7 twines alonyg direction and 1 twine along negativedirection from the origin. Twine
coordinates are used in the numerical model to calculate the Cartesian coordinates and the lengths of the
twine vectorsU andV. This information allows to de ne the nodal forces due to twine elongation or
contraction. Furthermore, it gives twine orientation relative to each other to determine their opening, as well
as to the towing direction for the application of drag forces. Since the input is usually given in terms of the
mesh coordinates (design coordinates), the conversion between the coordinates as shown in Eq. (2.3).

Ui=u+Vv (2.3)
Vi=viou

Figure 2.1: Underformed 4 by 3 meshes panel with mesh side0&fmmand initial opening angle af5 is presented
in 3 coordinate systemst- Cartesian coordinateb,- mesh coordinates, - twine coordinates.

The Figure 2.2, p. 9 presents how two different netting panels are joined. The joint between two panels is
created by merging the vertices that lay on the common edge. Displacement of the vertex 3 has an effect on
the netting, which can be represented as a change in length and the directiotJantd® vectors. As
seen, the physical twines do not have to meet on the common edge. It should be noted, that both mesh and
twine coordinates are unique for each triangle. In a special case as for a panel made of the same meshes
(for example Figure 2.1, p. 8) if a pair triangles share the same vertex, they obtain a duplicate set of mesh
and twine coordinates. On the other hand, if the pair of triangles share the same vertex that lies on the edge
between two panels, each triangle will have a unique set of mesh and twine coordinates for the same vertex.

Remarkably, this formulation allows for the twine coordindteandV to take any decimal number,
therefore, it is not required that the nodes of the triangle coincide with the physical knots of the netting or the
triangle contains the integer amount of meshes.

2.1.2 Twine vectors

Since deformation of the netting inside the triangle can be describedamgV twine vectors, the forces

and the tangent stiffness matrices in the method depend on the relative lengths and orientations of these twine
vectors. The vectors in turn depend on the current deformation state in the Cartesian coordinates, as well
as the description of the netting in the twine coordinates. Applying the assumption that the twines remain
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Figure 2.2: Joining two panels with different meshes: square mesh pandi,- diamond mesh panet,- panels are
assembled and distorted, nodes are re-ordered.

parallel under deformation, the edges of a triangle can be represented as a linear combihhtod\6f

vectors as shown Eq. (2.4).

0 1
X2 X1

Si2= @y, yi A=(Uy U)U+(V2 W)V (2.4)

2
0 1
X3 X1

Si3= @y; yp A=(Us U)U+(Vz W)V
3 I

Both Cartesian coordinates and twine coordinates are know for each triangle, therefdrantly are

de ned as shown in E((2.5). The coef cientd has a physical meaning. It is de ned as a cross product
between triangle’s edg&s, andS; 3 expressed in the twine coordinates. Therefdrequals double the
amount of the twines in a single direction and also the double amount of knots. For example, considering
Figure 2.2, p. 9b) d is calculated to be 48, therefore there are 24 twines in bahdV directions and 24

knots.

V- Vo V-
u= ¥ s, VY, @5)
U U Vs Vi
V=
d Si3 d S1o
where:

d=(Uz U)(Vz Vi) (Uzs U)(Va Vi)

2.1.3 Force models

The forces on the model can be categorized into two groups, internal and external forces. The internal forces
are the conservative forces due to the elastic deformation of the netting and the following resistance of the
twines to tension, opening and bending. The external forces are due to drag on the netting, catch pressure
and the weight of the cod-end. The total forces are the sum of all the external and internal forces.

Ftotal — Finternal+ FexternaI: Ftensi0n+ Fopen Fbend+ Fweight+ Fdrag+ Fcatch (2.6)
Twine tension

It is assumed that in each triangular element the twines along the same direction have equal and constant
strains. Thus, all twines alorig direction have the same lengtlj and all twines alony direction have the
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same lengthVj. Tensile force in a twine is calculated based on its length relative to the unstretched length
mp as shown in Eq(2.8). The twines behave anisotropically, meaning their resistance in compression is
signi cantly lower than in tension. This effect is taken into account by applying the appropriate axial rigidity
EAdepending on whether the twine is stretched or compressed. kaottdre formula is smaller than 1 and
typically equal or less than 1% [18].

jui mo
Ty = EA—mMm— 2.7
U o (2.7)
T = gAYl
Mo
where:
EA= EAension if JUJ > Mo (2.8)

K EAension if jUj mgo

The transformation from twine tensions inside the element to nodal forces is established through the
Principle of Virtual Work. As exempli ed in Figure 2.3, p. 10, the external work is produced as the force
P initiates the displacement of node 1 by the amaimt along the positivex-direction. Consequently,
the twines are deformed by the amoudi{t)j anddjVj, which produces the internal work of the tensile
forcesTy andTy. The internal work is negative, because the force and the displacement are in the opposite
directions. There ar% twines of each kind that contribute to the internal work. Equilibrium demands that
the total work done by the system is zero as shown in Eq. (2.9).

Figure 2.3: Principle of Virtual Work for the forcé, applied to node 1 in positive-direction.

AW = QW + QWe= P (TudjUj+ TodjV) § = 0 29)

Diving both sides of the equation by the in nitesimal displacenxtand letting it approach zero the
expression for the nodal fordg; is obtained in Eq(2.10) Minus sign in the equation appears due to the
equilibrium condition on the nod@+ Fy = 0.

1jYj fjvj d
Fa= Ty, g M@ 2.10
.l U TV 2 (2.10)

Applying the Eq.(2.10)to all nodes in all three directions yields the complete set of nodal forces due to
twine tension for the triangular element Eq. (2.11).
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u Y,
= —+ _ .
Fi=(Vs V2)Tu 21U] (U2 U3 Ty 2V] (2.11)
u \Y,
2=(V1 Vi) U0 (Us U) VoIV
Vv
2jVj
The derivatives of the twine lengths as well as the Jacobian matrix of the force vector used for the
Newton-Raphson method are found in Appendix A.

U
F3=(V2 V1)Tum+(U1 Uz2) Tv

Resistance to opening

Mesh panels made of thin twines resist in plane deformation mostly in tension. However, if the thicker twines
are used, bending resistance becomes signi cant. The bending resistance that happens in-plane of the netting
panel is also known as mesh resistance to opening. So far, the most detailed opening resistance models were
developed and validated for the net structures composed of bar elements [16] [15]. For the triangular element
[11] proposes a simpli ed mesh opening resistance model. Key assumption is that the angle between the
twines is in linear relationship with the force coupliecreated by the twines on the knot. The opening angle

a is de ned as the half angle between the twines in 2gl2) Equal and opposite force couplég and

My occur when théJ andV twines form a half angle that is different from an initial opening arag&s

shown in Eq(2.13) The proportionality coef cient between the force couple and the angle is mesh opening
stiffnessH. Interaction between tension and bending (tension stiffening) is not considered in the model.

1
a= -acos —— 2.12
2 JUjjVj ( )
M=H(a ap) (2.13)

The transformation from force couples inside the element into nodal forces is established trough the
Principle of Virtual Work. As exempli ed in Figure 2.4, p. 11, the external work is produced as the force
P initiates the displacement of a knot by the amodintlong the negative-direction. Consequently the
angleagp becomes smaller by an amoudé, producing force couplelsly andMy on the knot and thus
the external work. The counterclockwise rotation is positive in the sign convention for the right hand side
Cartesian coordinates. There %nknots that contribute to the internal work. Equilibrium demands that the
total work done is zero as shown in Eq. (2.14).

Figure 2.4: A mesh with opening stiffnesd and initial opening angleg. The forceP stretches the mesh along
z-direction (mesh works as a T90 mesh), initiating the momkhisandMy to resists the deformation.

dW = dWine + dWex = Pdxi+( Myda+ My ( da)) g = Pdz Mdda (2.14)
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Diving both sides of the equation by in nitesimal displacemdantand letting it approach zero the
expression for the external for€e In order to express the resisting fofegin Eq. (2.15)minus sign appears
due to the equilibrium condition on the noBe F, = 0.

F,= H(a a")d% (2.15)

Applying the Eq.(2.15)to all nodes in all three directions yields the complete vector of 9 nodal forces
due to the mesh opening resistance Eqg. (2.16).

FoPE'=  H(a ao)djl%1 (2.16)
where:
K=(X1; Y1, 21; X2; Y2 22, X3; ¥3; Z3)

The expressions for the gradient of the opening angle and the Jacobian of the force vector used for the
Newton-Raphson method are found in Appendix A.

Resistance to bending

When thicker twines are used, netting panels not only have a higher in-plane bending resistance, but also
a higher out of plane bending resistance. The effect of out -of-plane bending is taken into account with a
simpli ed approach similar to the in-plane bending. In the current model, bending happens if two triangles
that share a common edge are not co-planar. In this case, there are non-zera arglesbetween théJ

twines andVv twines of the two trianglesa(andb) as shown in Eq(2.17) The angles are constant along the
common edge. The key assumption is that the bending moment along the common edge is proportional to
the bending stiffnesg| and the curvature of radid®as shown in Eg(2.18) Interaction between tension

and bending (tension stiffening) is also not considered in the model.

Ua Ub Va Vb
a=acos ———— b =acos ———— 2.17
JUajjUyp) IVaijVyj ( )
El El
My= — My = — 2.18
USRS V R (2.18)

In order to estimate the radius of the curvatBre circle is t to three points that lay on the pair of the
bent triangles: the point on the common edge, and a point on each of the triangles that is an average number
of twines away from the common edge (See Figure 2.5, @) 1Bhe points form an inscribed triangle with
sidesA, B andC expressed in Eq2.19) Notably, Figure 2.5, p. 13 shows a special situation when only
U-twines are bentV-twines remain parallel and do not contribute to bending in this case. In general case,
there are two unique tting circles to estimate the curvature radiuses follbatdV -twines.

A= jngUy (2.19)
B= jnpUp
C = jngUa+ nyUpj

Where the average numbersldftwinesn, andny for trianglesa andb are calculated depending on the

number ofU-twines of the trianglg, and the amount of twine rows that bend over the common edge (See
Eq. (2.20)).

da da
Ny = = 2.20
2 2Vedge 2(V3 V4) ( )
dp dy

2Vedge - 2(\/3 V4)
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Figure 2.5: A square panel is discretized into four triangles and bent in the middle. Because of the angle between the
U-twines of the two trianglea andb, they are no longer co-planar and the bending morivgnappears
to resist this deformation. Under the deformation all\tiewines remain parallel, therefore they do not
contribute to the bending resistance.

The curvature radius for the bending mombBft is then calculated from basic geometry as shown in
Eq. (2.21). Subscrigl is intentionally omitted in the components of the equation.

_ ABC
RU‘pE (2.21)
S= p(p A(p B)(p ©C)

_ A+B+C

==

The transformation from resisting bending moment inside the element into nodal forces is established
trough the Principle of Virtual Work. As exempli ed in Figure 2.5, p. B3he external work is produced as
the forceP initiates the displacement of node 1 by the amalydlong the negative-direction. Consequently
the angle betweeld -twines increases bya, producing the force couphly along the common edge and
thus the external work. The counterclockwise rotation is positive in the sign convention for the right-hand
side Cartesian coordinates. Therejate V4 rows ofU twines at the edge that contribute to the internal
work. Equilibrium demands that the total work done is zero as shown in Eq. (2.22).

dW = dWt + dWext = de+ Mu( da)Vedge (2.22)

Diving both sides of the equation by in nitesimal displacemdwgt and letting it approach zero the
expression for the external foréis obtained. In order to express the resisting fdfgein Eq. (2.23)minus
sign appears due to the equilibrium condition on the ridetely; = 0. Additionally, the zero contribution of
V-twines is added to express the general formula.

. CElfa . .ElTb

R = Vi Vg ——+jUs Uy =——

y1 JV3 4Ruﬂy JUs 4JR\/ﬂy

Applying the Eq.(2.23)to all nodes in all three directions yields the complete vector of 12 nodal forces
due to the bending resistance Eq. (2.24).

(2.23)

. CEl'fa . .El9b
phend — Vs Vi E:I]T jUs Usj El fb (2.24)
where:

K=(X1; Y1; Z1; X2; Y2; Z2; X3; Y3; Z3; X4; Ya; Z4)
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The expressions for the gradient of the bending angle and the Jacobian of the force vector used for the
Newton-Raphson method is found in Appendix A.

Immersed weight

The weight of the netting immersed in water is taken into account in a straightforward manner as shown in
Eqg.(2.25) Here the volume of the netting is represented through the twine diaDgtefne lengthmg and

the amount of twined. To avoid the choice betwegbj andjVj the twine length is reasonably assumed to
bemy, because the strains in the twine are usually small. Therefore, all the Jacobian matrix entries of the
weight force are zero, since nothing depends on the nodal positions of the triangle element. The direction of
the force is negative if the netting is denser than the watgt ¢ r water), Otherwise it is positive.

0 0 1

gt pveignt . peight _ B) | o 0 ] (2.25)
épjn'bd(rwater Mnet) O

Drag on the netting

Unlike the axis-symmetric model, the 3D FEM model is able to take the drag forces on the netting into
account. Those effects are simpli ed to a high extent, because the fully coupled uid-structure interaction
is still an open question. The uid ow around the twines due to towing is characterized by the vector
c=(cx ¢y Cz) and assumed to be uniform and steady. The ow approaches trelV twines with the
angles of attack andb Eq. (2.26) as shown in Figure 2.6, p. 14.

a=acos —— b =acos —— (2.26)
Iajuyj IajVvj

Hydrodynamic forces on the twines are calculated using the Morison equation assuming the twines have
cylindrical shape. Due to the steady state assumption the inertia forces are zero, and the hydrodynamic forces
are fully represented by the drag. The drag forces on the netting of the triangular element are represented by
the pressure drag and the friction dragmandV twines as shown in Figure 2.6, p. 14. Their magnitudes

are presented in Eqg. (2.27) and Eq. (2.28).

Figure 2.6: Drag force components onlatwine.

o1 d
iFui = SrwaeCaDmo (jcj sin(a))® 5 (2.27)

o 1 - d
ITuj = Ct 57 watelCaDMo (jc cos(a))* 5 (2.28)
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The pressure drag and friction drag coef ciefig andC;s for the twine is calculated based on its
thicknessD and the normal component of the current velocifysing Eq.(2.29)and Eq.(2.30)according to
[21].

8
8p 1 0:87s?
Ep— if 0 Reg 1

Res
Ca= 3 1:45+ 855Re,%® if 1<Re 30 (2:29)
- 1:1+ 4Re, % otherwise
Ct= pm 0:55R&®+ 0:084Re; (2.30)
where:
8
s= 0:077215665 Iog@ (2.31)
Re = Drwrz;:ercn (2.32)

The pressure drag force is calculated as the pressure drag magnitude fr¢22Epppplied in the
direction that is simultaneously perpendicular to the twine and to the plane of the triangular element. The
perpendicular direction vect@r is calculated as shown in Eq. (2.33).

Eu=U (c U Ev=V (c V) (2.33)
- ——
=] Ulﬁ =] VJJE J (2.34)

The friction drag is calculated as the friction drag magnitude from(E@8)applied in the direction
of the corresponding twine vector. Normalized cosinea ahdb account for the correct direction of the
friction force.

. cos(a) U . cos(b) V
JCOS(a)J juji JCOS(b)J iVj

Both forces are distributed uniformly over the element, therefore each node is affected by one third of
the total force.

Tu = jTuj Tv = jTvj (2.35)

I:drag Fdrag Fdrag - (FU +Fy+Ty+Ty) (2.36)

The Jacobian of the force vector used for the Newton-Raphson method is found in Appendix A.

Catch pressure

The catch is taken into account by subjecting triangular elements to the press(2e3&jjn the part where

the netting is blocked by the catch. T8g coef cient for the catch will vary along the cod-end, however, it

was proved that it will reach its maximum over the rear of the cod-end and start to decrease over the region
where the downstream component of the ow is small [22]. Therefore, a constant value between 1.2 and 1.4
can be assumed [11].

1
érwatercd ¢ (2.37)

The pressure is assumed to be distributed uniformly over the triangular area, therefore each node is
affected by one third of the resultant force as shown in Eq. (2.38).

p:

Ftl:atch: Fgatch - Fgatch S12 = S13 g (2.38)
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Since the pressure is always pointing outside the cod-end it is important that the triangles have correct
orientation. Node numbering must be counterclockwise when observing the elements from the outside of the
cod-end to produce an outward normal as shown in Figure 2.7, p. 16. The Jacobian of the force vector used
for the Newton-Raphson method is found in Appendix A.

Figure 2.7: A cod-end partially blocked by catch. The normals show the direction of the catch pressure.

2.2 Axis-symmetric cod-end models

Numerical models assuming axis-symmetry were developed much later than the 3D FEM model. The
models have been created for cod-ends with diamond, square, kite and hexagonal meshes [7] and [8]. This
report considers only the model with the hexagonal meshes, since it can also simulate the diamond mesh
cod-ends if the knot size is set to be very small. Being a reasonable assumption, the axis-symmetry limits the
modelling freedom both in terms of geometry and forces in contrast to the previously described 3D FEM
model. However, for some type of calculations, a more "lightweight" axis-symmetric model can achieve the
same results, and thus will be more preferable than the 3D FEM model.

In the axis-symmetric models, the equilibrium shape of the cod-end can be obtained by considering the
equilibrium of the nodes belonging to one row of twines, further called meridian (See Figure 2.8, p. 16).
All other rows of twines in the cod-end circumference will have the same shape as the meridian due to the
axis-symmetry assumption.

Figure 2.8: XY projection of the axis-symmetric TO cod-end model with 30 meshes along, 30 meshes in circumference
and 10 meshes blocked by catch. The black line represents the meridian row of twines.

In this project TO and T90 models based on [7] are described. The meridian for two types of model
is represented differently, therefore requires independent description. Both models rely on the following
assumptions:

Twines and knots are modelled as a 3D bar element, with only translation d.o.f. on both ends. The
stiffness in bending and compression for the twines and knots is negligible. The material behaviour in
tension is linear elastic.
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The only internal force involved in this model is the twine tension resistance. The only external force
is the catch pressure. The drag force on the netting is considered negligible compared to the drag force
on the catch.

2.2.1 TO model
Meridian position vector

The meridian for the TO model is shown in Figure 2.9, p. 17. A part of meridian covering a mesh riumber
consists of 4 nodes;, by, ¢, di. The nodeg; andd; always havey = 0, therefore they lay in th¥ Z plane.

The nodeb; andc; lay in a radial plane, which creates anglevith the XZ plane. If the variabl@, denotes

amount of meshes in the cod-end circumference, then the angle between two radial planes is calculated with
Eq. (2.39).

- P
Q= (2.39)

The nodesaj, bj, ¢j, dj belong to the row of twines below and above the meridian. It is important
to include these nodes to model the interaction of the meridian with the neighbouring rows of twines. In
Figure 2.9, p. 17 sections A-A and A-B show, that the nodes with irjday in the radial planes that agg
away from the planes of the meridian nodes.

Figure 2.9: Meridian with corresponding node pattern that repeats for every mesh. iNgeshown with red outlinezY
sections A-A and B-B are made through the nodeasndb;.

The position of the aforementioned nodes can be represented in the cylindrical coordinateaxiath
andr radial components. If the amount of meshes along,ishen the total amount degrees of freedom in
the modehis 2(1+ 4ny). The meridian position vectof is de ned as a collection of all the meridian nodes
as shown in Eq(2.40) There are 3 restrained degrees of freedom in the system. Known position and radius
at the cod-end entrance gidg, = 0 anddy = rp. Zero radius at the very end of the cod-end gigigs= 0.

X = (dox; dor; @ox; @or; i @ix; @r; bix; Bir; Cix; Gir; Gix; Cir; & O Cr) " (2.40)

Similarly, the total force vector is represented in the cylindrical coordinates as Eq. (2.41).

F = (Fdox; Fdor; Faox; Faor; i Fax; Fai; Fbi; Fbir; Feix; Fei; Fdi; Fdi; 2 Fdng Fdnr)T (2.42)

Twine tension

In order to create the vectors for twines and knots, each node is represented in the Cartesian coordinates
as shown in Eq(2.42) Notably, alli andj nodes can be represented using only the entries of the meridian
position vectoiX.
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0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
Aix Aix iX iX
a=@0 A aj= @asing A bi=@ubrsing A bj=@ bysing A (242
i ir COS bir co bir co
0 air 1 0 ajr 2 1 0 ir 1Sq 0 ir COSQ 1
Cix Cix ix dix
¢=@gqgsing A ¢=@ ¢singA dg=@0 A dj= @ g, sinyg A
Cir CO( Cir CO(q dir dir cosy

There are 2 twine vectors and 1 knot vector emerging from each node of the meridian. Knot vectors
are denoted\ for axial or along Twine vectors are denotdd for upwardandD for downward The
same notation remains true for rows of twines neighbouring to the meridian. The vectors are shown in
Figure 2.10, p. 18 and de ned in Eq. (2.43).

Figure 2.10: Twine and knot vectors for nod@gandb;. The radial force for nodb; is a composition of andz force
components due to its position.

0 1 0 1 0 1
di npx ax bix  aix bix @i
Aai= @0 A Ua = @ by sing A Da= @ by sing A
dii - bir co i bir co -
(i Lr G 1 0 ir COSq  ajr 1 0 ir COSq  ajr 1
Cix bix Aix bix aix bix
Abj= @ ¢, sing by;sing A Ub=@ g siny bysing A Dbi=@ b,sing A
Cir CO by co ir COS bir co ir  bir co
ir COSQ ir COSQ 1 0 ajr Yol ir COSq 1 0 ajr ir COSQ 1
bix Cix dix Cix dix Cix
Aci= @b, sing crsing A Uc= @ dysiny ¢ sing A Dc=@ ¢ sing A
bir cosq Cirlcosq 0 di cosy ¢y 1cosq 0 di  Cir cosq
ai+x  Oix Cix i Cix Oix
Adi= @0 A Udi = @ ¢; sing A Ddi= @ ¢,sing A
ai+1yr  Cir Cr cosq  dir Cr cosq  dir
(2.43)

When the twine and knot vectors are obtained it is possible to represent both direction and the magnitude
of the nodal forces. This is exempli ed in E(R.44)for nodea. Heremy andlg are the unstretched twine and
knot lengths respectivelf A andE Ay, represent twine and knot tensile stiffnesses. Similarly to(E®) if
the twine or the knot experiences compression, a signi cantly reduced stiffness value should be used.

EA . . Aa; EAn .. . Ua EAn,. . Da
I (JAaij o)JAaiJ o (JVa] )JUaJ o (D& )JD‘,;“J (2.44)
The computation of the equilibrium position of the cod-end is done in the cylindrical coordinates. Nodal
forces are transformed from the Cartesian coordinates, depending on whether a node is layiXgin the

plane or in the radial plane. It is seen from Figure 2.10, t tttat for nodes; andb; the radial component
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of the force should be derived differently because of the inclination of the radial plane in the latter case.
Generally, this transformation can be represented through the rigtrixas shown in Eq. (2.45).

0 F 1 0 E 1
R _ aA_ 10 0 XA
F- T(Q)@F A= 0 sing cosg @F (2.45)
8 F F
<0 for nodesy andd
a=. nE for nodesh; andg;
r

All nodal forces due to twine tension are added to the total nodal force vect@? Bd) The elements
of the Jacobian matrix are obtained by nding partial derivatives of the tensile forces with respect to the d.o.f.
of the meridian vectoK. The Jacobian is found in Appendix B.

Catch pressure

The pressure due to the hydrodynamic drag on the part of the netting blocked by catch is calculated in the
same way as for the 3D model.

1 .
p= EcdrwaterJCJ2

The axial and radial components of the hydrodynamic force acting on the meridian nodes can be computed
by applying the pressuneto the relevant project areas. As shown in Figure 2.11, p. 19 a part of the cod-end
between point; andc; can be considered as a truncated cone with base radiyseslci. The surface
affecting the meridian is limited by the andlq in the cod-end circumference. The projected area for the
radial force is the whole surface, and the projected area for the axial force is a ring sectof Ynptlame.

These areas are calculated in Ej47) The same procedure is applied for all consecutive pairs of the
meridian nodes.

Figure 2.11: Projected surface areés andAy between nodek andc for catch pressure distribution.

2
Ap cx= %p bﬁ Cﬁ =q bﬁ Cu% (2.46)
29 bir + 29 ¢
Ap cr =(Cix bix) w = q(cix bix)(bir + cir) (2.47)

The pressurg acting on the surface between nodbeandc; is distributed evenly, so that each node
is affected by the half of the resultant force on the surface. Npdéso creates surface with the nagje
Therefore, the force calculation for the ndgéncludes contributions from both preceding and successive
surfaces as shown in ER.48)and Eq.(2.49) Exceptions are the very rst and very last nodes affected by
catch pressure, since they only have 1 neighbouring node affected by the catch pressure.

o P

r 2
p P

Fbr = q(bix ax)(air + bir) > +0g(cix b)) (bir + cir) 5 (2.49)

2 P

Fbc=qar bf s+abi o 3 (2.48)

All nodal forces due to catch pressure are added to the total nodal force vec(@r4g. The elements
of the Jacobian matrix are obtained by nding partial derivatives of the catch pressure forces with respect to
the d.o.f. of the meridian vectot. The Jacobian is found in Appendix B.
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2.2.2 T90 model
Meridian position vector

The meridian for the T90 model is shown in Figure 2.12, p. 20. The nodes of the meridian are defibed
meridian will interact with the neighbouring rows of twines. The nodes of the twine row above the meridian
are denoted and row belowk. The meridian is linked to the rojvthrough the nodes with even indexes
and to the rowk through the nodes with odd indexes. In the T90 model the anigeede ned, and now
represents an angle that one full mesh covers in the cod-end circumference as shown in Eq. (2.50).

g= » (2.50)
Nr
The planeXZ with y = 0 is chosen to be between the meridiaand rowk. In this manner the symmetry
is abused and the coordinateskafodes are the coordinatesiafodes with the negativecomponent. The
coordinates of nodes are de ned as clockwise rotationkafiodes by the mesh angle This applies for
nodes with both even and odd indexes.

Figure 2.12: Meridian with corresponding node patter that repeats at every mesh. A mesh is shown with red Btline.
section passes through nodgsjs andks. For rowsj andk, only nodes linked to the meridian are labeled.

The position of the aforementioned nodes is represented in the Cartesian coordinates. If the amount of
meshes along isy, then the total amount d.o.f. in the moahek 3(1+ 2ny). The meridian position vectof
is de ned as a collection of all the meridian nodes as shown ifE§1) There are 5 restrained degrees
of fre&dom in the system. Known position and radius at the cod-end entrancegive, iy = '70 and

L= 13 iiy. Zero radius at the very end of the cod-end givgs: inz= 0.

X = (i1x iny; 11z T2 B2y; i2z 50 i imes imx) | (2.51)

Similarly, the total force vector is represented in the Cartesian coordinates as shown in Eq. (2.52).

F = (Fiy; Fiyy, Fiig Fiox; Figy; Fiog; i Fimy Fimr; Fimx;)T (2.52)

Twine tension

The de nition of the node positions is given in the Cartesian coordinates in terms of the meridian position
componentX in Eq. (2.53).
0o . 1 o . 1 0 , 1
14x l4x l4x
ig= @iy A ka= @ iy A ja= @ ig;cosq + igy sing A (2.53)
i42 i4z i4zSinq sy COSQ
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Similarly to the TO model, there are 2 twine vectors and 1 knot vector emerging from each node of the
meridian. Knot vectors are denoté@dfor around Twine vectors are denotd®lfor backwardandF for
forward. The same notation remains true for rows of twines neighbouring to the meridian. The de nition of
vectors emerging from the odd and even nodes of the meridian is different because the meridian nodes are
linked to eithelk or j as shown in Eq(2.13) As an example, the vectors emerging from a node with even
indexi4 and a node with odd index are presented in Eq. (2.54) and Eq. (2.55) respectively.

Figure 2.13: F
0 1 o . .1 o 1
0 13x  lax Isx  lax
Aig= @ igcosq+issing gy A Big= @iz sy A Fig= @ig, igy A (2.54)
igzSiNg gy CO i i i i [
4z 1q 4y COSY gz 0 .32 -4z 1 0 -Sz .42 1
l2x I5X I6X I5X
Ais= @ 2iy A Bis= @iy isy A  Fis= @ig i5, A (2.55)
0 i4z sz i6z sz

The tensile forces along those vectors are collected in the resulting nodal force as exempli eRib&).
on the nodey.

. EA ... Aiy EAn,._. . Fis2 EAn,.... Big

Fig= — (JAI lg) ——+ —— (jFi —+ ——(JBI — 2.56

4= (JAi4] o)JAI4J o (jFiaj rrb)JFI4J o (iBisj mo)JBI41 (2.56)
All nodal forces due to twine tension are added to the total nodal force vect@ Bg) The elements

of the Jacobian matrix are obtained by nding partial derivatives of the tensile forces with respect to the d.o.f.

of the meridian vectoK. The Jacobian is found in Appendix B.

Catch pressure

The forces on the netting blocked by the catch are calculated in the manner as for the TO model. However,
as shown in Eq(2.50)for the T90 model the anglg was rede ned, and now corresponds to the part of
circumference covered by the entire mesh. Now, the surface of the truncated cone that affects a meridian
node correspond%q instead of g as shown in Figure 2.14, p. 21.

Figure 2.14: Projected surface areds andAy between nodeis, andis for catch pressure distribution. Notabdy = 0
in this case, because there is no change in radius between the nodes.
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The formulas for the projected area from Eq. (2.47) are updated as exempli ed in Eq. (2.59).

39 q
As 5= prp i%r iézlr = 2 i%r izzlr (2.57)
. 3qig+ iqi .
Ag 5r = (isx  lax) w = %(|5x iax) (iar + i5r) (2.58)
where i = iZ+i2 (2.59)

The axial and radial components of the hydrodynamic force at npaiee calculated accordingly, taking
into account the contributions from both neighbouring reference areas as showr(2nd@jand Eq.(2.61)
. . o P . 5 P
Fisx=q 'zzlr '%r §+ q '%r 'gr 3 (2.60)
: . Sy N . N N
Fisr = q(isx iax) (iar + |5r)§+ g(iex isx)(is+ |6r)§ (2.61)

The force vector is required to be in the Cartesian coordinates, therefore the forces have to be transformed.
The angleb is shown in Figure 2.12, p. 20.

i
Fisy = Fis sinb = FiS,iﬂ (2.62)
5r

Fis; = Fis;Cosb = Figs - (2.63)
5r
All nodal forces due to the catch pressure are added to the total nodal force vec{@ar32y. The

elements of the Jacobian matrix are obtained by nding partial derivatives of the catch pressure forces with
respect to the d.o.f. of the meridian vec¥rThe Jacobian is found in Appendix B.




CHAPTER 3

Computer implementation and solution
algorithm

In this chapter, a description of the computer implementation of the two numerical models is given. Usually,
books and research papers presenting numerical models focus mostly on the underlined assumptions and
mathematical formulations, leaving the actual implementation to the reader. This approach is completely
reasonable, however, it in some cases can slow down or prevent the reader from transferring his understanding
of the model to actual results. An example for that could be the information on the appropriate initial position
for the Newton-Raphson iterative method. An initial shape is a key element of the method, and while a good
one can make the scheme converge in very few iterations, a bad one might not converge at all. Sharing an
unsuccessful implementation experience is also useful, since the reader can either avoid it, or try to approach
it from a different perspective. Therefore, in this chapter some of the most important implementation choices
are supplied by the numerical tests and comparison with other possible solutions.

Two languages used in the current work @#andMATLAB . An analyst or researcher naturally wants
to work with code which is easily extensible towards future demands, easily maintainable, but still ef cient
and portable across many platforms, which well matches the key qualities of object-oriented programming
(OOP) paradigmC#is a modern general-purpose OOP language that was chosen as a main development
language. Apart from all the advantages of .NET Framework for general software development, it lacks a
standard linear algebra library that is of a great importance for numerical modelling. Therefore, a choice of
the appropriate linear algebra library is discussed later in the chapter. As a secondary laiguage was
chosenMATLAB is multi-paradigm scienti c computing environment widely used at AAU. It was chosen
for fast prototyping and data visualization, because of its extensive numerical libraries and toolboxes.

3.1 Program structure and classes' description

In OOP paradigm the key component is a class that models the state and behavior of a real-world object.
Classic approach to modelling in OOP is by using Uni ed Modeling Language (UML) diagrams that
represent the static view of an application. They describe what attributes, operations and relations to other
classes must be present in the system being modeled [23]. The design of the classes and their relationships
is not straightforward and there is no "best" solution. Current class relationships were established from
the perspective of real life-objects like cod-end, panel, etc. Working with those classes is intuitive for the
shing industry. However, since it is a FEM modelling program, it could also have been approached from the
perspective of the FEM such as domain, element, etc. This structure would favour the users with structural
mechanics background.

3.1.1 3D model

The class diagram of the 3D model is presented in Figure 3.1, p. 24. The central class of the program is
Codendthat contains a list of panels, and can also contain list of selvedges and IPepetclass generalizes
different types of panels such as a panel with square meshes, diamond meshes, and allows extension for
hexagonal meshes in the futuiRopeclass is a generalization of classes with rope/cable like behaviour, that

are modelled in the program as a group of simple bar elements. From the modelling perpelutdge

class should be a special caseRufpe since it is also modelled with the bar elements. However, since it

is not an actual rope in reality, it was decided to treat it as a separate Blass| SelvedgeandRope

classes contain methods that are use@€bgendclass to assemble and discretize the cod-end structure and
create lists of nodes, bars, triangles and boundary conditions for the nite element calculations. The FEM
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Figure 3.1: Class diagram for the 3D model. Attributes and methods are intentionally hidden and only class relations
are shown.

classes are shown in Figure 3.2, p. Rade class contains a spatial coordinates of a nite element node.
BarElement andTriangleElement contain the methods to obtain nodal forces and tangent stiffness matrix
for the particular element as described in Section 2.1, p. 7. The classes also contain the information of the
element d.o.f. for later global system assemblyangleElement holds references to its vertex node objects

and alsauv coordinates. Furthermor@&riangleElementis a generalization of an element based on diamond
netting, and can be later extended to the hexagonal netting.

Figure 3.2: Sub-diagram for the nite elements of the 3D model. The nite elements are according to [11]. Attributes
and methods are intentionally hidden and only class relations are shown.

When the panels are rst discretized in 2D, tRanel class is capable of performing the geometric
manipulations in order to shape the initial position for the calculation. Those manipulations include rotation,
translation, scaling and mapping to a 3D body of revolution such as a cylinder or a shape obtained from the
axis-symmetric model.

An essential input tPanel SelvedgeandRopeclasses is the correspondiltaterial class, that contains
the information that dictates the mechanical behaviour of a corresponding triangular or bar element. It is, for
example, mesh opening angle at rest, twine/rope thickness, various stiffness parameters, etc.

Simulation class contains the functionality in order to simulate the towing of a structure represented
by Codendwith various amount of catch inside. Clas3esving andCatch keep the information required
to calculate the twine drag and catch pressure forces on the model. The nite element lists passed by
Codendclass are used to assemble forces and stiffness for each step in the numerical calculation. The class
implements Newton-Raphson iteration method, that can be manipulated with a help&atlesSettings
(not shown in the diagram).
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3.1.2 Axis-symmetric model

Figure 3.3: Class diagram for the axis-symmetric model. Attributes and methods are intentionally hidden and only class
relations are shown.

The axis-symmetric model is implemented separately from the 3D model. Due to limited modelling
options the class diagram for the model is simpler as shown in Figure 3.3, p. 25. As previously, the central
class of the program i&xiCodend which is a generalization of the TO and the T90 cod-end models. It
was decided not to rely on FEM classes as in 3D model. It is due to the fact that the elements represent
real twines and knots, so the discretization is not required. There are only bar elements with 2 different
properties that are assembled in a well known pattern to form the meridian. Therefore global forces and
tangent stiffness are calculated directly as a state variables 8kiGedend depending on the meridian
position. AxiCodend also provides an initial shape that is discussed later in the ch&peulation class is
similar to the one of the 3D model.

3.1.3 Input-output

Current version of the program does not have a user interface. Inputs for the model are kept in a text le,
that are read by the program on execution. There are essential inputs and optional inputs. Essential are, for
example, the number of meshes along a panel of the cod-end, panel material, towing speed, etc. Optional
outputs are the advanced parameters of the solver such as convergence tolerance. Output cod-end shape and
results for catch volume, towing resistance, etc. also come in text les and can be read and visualized in
MATLAB .

3.2 Meshing and assembly of 3D cod-end model

To prepare the model for the calculation, individual panels selvedges and round straps have to be merged
together into a structure and discretized in the consistent way.

As mentioned befor®anelclass contains methods for subdividing (meshing) it into triangular elements.
The mesh can be categorized depending on its generation principle. In a structured mesh, a repeated pattern
is followed where every node is uniquely de ned according to a speci ¢ algorithm. In an unstructured mesh
all nodes are typically positioned arbitrarily and then triangles are produced by triangulation re nement and
smoothing. In this case no regular pattern is followed [24].

There are many advantages of structured mesh compared to the unstructured mesh. It provides full
control over vertex location and number of triangles. Furthermore, there is better control over the vertex
indices and thus, the ability to reduce the band width of the nite element stiffness matrix with less effort
already on the stage of the discretization. In contrast, during the generation of an unstructured mesh the
vertices are typically added and deleted randomly (unless constrained) in order to achieve the imposed
requirements of minimum angle or maximum triangle area.

Structured mesh allows for easier neighbouring vertex or triangle search in an algorithmic way without
need of a mesh data structure containing neighbour information. However, if the structured mesh should
be re ned or/and smoothed, the mesh data structure containing various triangle and edge connectivity
information is required.

Structured mesh can be aligned with the forces or with the geometric features of the structure. For the
cod-end it is bene cial that the triangles are aligned both along and across the cod-end panels as shown in
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Figure 3.4: Structured (left) and unstructured (right) meshing of a netting panel. Unstructured mesh is created with
constrained Delaunay triangulation usingIANGLE.NET library for C# [25].

Figure 3.4, p. 26. This alignment gives the opportunity for the triangles to bend over the edges by the same
amount providing the same curvature.

The biggest advantage of the unstructured meshes is the ability to mesh complex 3D free form geometries.
In addition, the same algorithms that create the mesh can also be used to optimize it to improve the mesh
quality. However, this advantage might not be critical for the cod-end modelling, since geometry of a cod-end
is to some extend predictable. Moreover, it is not required to mesh the entire cod-end right away in 3D,
because it consists of panels that each can be meshed in 2D and then mapped to a 3D shape. Therefore it was
decided to implement only the structured mesh generation in the program.

The discretization and assembly of the cod-end follows the following pattern:

1. Individual panels are discretized. Initially the panel lies inX¥éplane and is 1 by 1 unit size. For
each panel a structured grid of rectangles is created according to the mesh resolution information
stored inMeshSettingsclass. Then, a central point is added to each rectangle to obtain 4 triangles.
Afterwards, the unit panel is used to create the correct mesh coordinates and the Cartesian coordinates
by scaling. Triangular elements are now created with the correct coordinates in the two systems.
First and last row of the panel are labeled for later application of boundary conditions represented in
Restraint class.

2. In the current version of the program selvedge and strap discretization follows the discretization of
corresponding panels. Nodes on the longitudinal edges are labeled and assigned to selvedges. Nodes
across the panel laying at the speci c offset from the start are labeled and assigned as round strap
nodes.

3. Initial shape is assembled through translation, rotation and bending (mapping to a body of revolution)
of the at panels that are implemented Ranelclass. Current version of the program supports an
initial shape based on a cylinder, or a pre-calculated solution of an axis-symmetric model as shown
in Figure 3.5, p. 27. The effect of the initial shapes on the program performance is studied in more
details later in the chapter.

4. When the cod-end shape is assembled it is crucial to merge individual meshes and avoid copies of the
nodes that should represent the same d.o.f. along the edges and the end of the cod-end. Only unique
nodes are left and the node references stored in triangles are updated. It is important to notice that
while a copy of a hode can be removed, the consistenay aoordinates is preserved, since they are
the attributes of the triangles.

After this proces€odendclass has created consistent and unique FEMListsNode>, List<BarElement>,
List<TriangleElement> andList<Restraint> to be used irSimulation class for the equilibrium shape
calculation.

3.3 Choice of mathematical library

Typically, iteration schemes for non-linear systems of equations spend most of their time solving the linear
system of equation, therefore, a good mathematical library is the biggest limiting factor that in uences the
program performance. Problem at hand is a nite element problem where the coef cient matrix is usually
sparse (having signi cantly more zero entries than non-zero entries). Therefore, the priority of the search
was given to libraries with direct sparse matrix solver or a fast implementation of a direct dense matrix solver.
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Figure 3.5: A top panel with a coarse structured mesh from Figure 3.4, p. 26 can be mapped to a cylinder with entrance
radius or to a shape pre-calculated with the axis-symmetric model. For the axis-symmetric model the sample
points are obtained depending on the mesh disretization settings.

The goal of this chapter is to evaluate two candidates found among open source libraries. The rst candidate
is MATH.NET NUMERICS, is an extensive mathematics library, writtenG# [26]. Although, the library is

still under development and only has dense solvers, it is designed in such way, that performance-sensitive
algorithms can be swapped with alternative implementations by the concept of providers. Providers become
useful, when they can leverage a platform-nati@e ¢ or FORTRAN) high performance library, likeNTEL

MKL instead of the default purely managetif) provider. The second candidateGSPARSENET, a

concise library for solving sparse linear systems with direct methods written in C# [27].

Two libraries are tested on 3 different typeshof N matrices with 5 sizeBl spanning from 300 to 8000
degrees of freedom. Matrix 1 is a tridiagonal matrix, that arises in many numerical solutions for example
Laplace equation. Test matrix 2 is a Wathen matrix, which is a classic test case for nite element method.
Test matrix 3 is a tangent stiffness matrix for the 3D cod-end model that arises after structured meshing
discussed earlier. The sparsity pattern of the test matrices is presented in Figure 3.6, p. 27.

Figure 3.6: Sparcity pattern of the three test matrices with approximately 500 d.o.f.

It is seen that three test matrices differ in their bandwidth, and it is expected the sparse solver to be
in uenced by this fact. On the other hand, dense solver is expected to calculate solutions in the same time.
The results of the performance test are presented in Figure 3.7, p. 28.

Itis seen that the band width of the matrix is highly in uential for the managed sparse solver. Nevertheless,
in all cases the managed sparse solver outperforms the dense solver, even with a much more ef cient
native implementation. In some cases the difference is counted in orders of magnitude. The ef ciency of
CSPARSENET in 3D model can be further improved by optimizing the bandwidth of the stiffness matrix.

Especially big speed up can be achieved by usi$8gARSENET for the tridiagonal matrix with a very
narrow band. The structure of the Jacobian in axis-symmetric model is very similar and has a bandwidth
of 6 or 9 depending on whether it is the TO or the T90 model (Appendix B). For the brief comparison, the

nal axis-symmetric model code was able to perform 91 simulations of a 100 mesh long cod-end lled by
catch consecutively blocking meshes 10 to 100 in only 5 seconds. In contrast, the same simulation with
MATH.NET NUMERICS took approximately 129 seconds. As a remark, other attempted libraries with
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Figure 3.7: Performance comparison of the solution of 3 different linear systems of equation.

purely managed dense solvers sucias orRD.NET[28] were not shown in this comparison, since their
performance is orders of magnitude slower than those presented in the section.
3.4 Solution to non-linear system

The equilibrium shape of the cod-end structure is obtained by solving the system of non-linear equilibrium
equations Eq(3.1) by the methods implemented 8imulation class. Current position vectef; in both
models is a collection of all d.o.f. of the system.

F(X))= 0 (3.1)

The system can be solved with Newton-Raphson (NR) iteration:

hi= 3 LX) F(Xi) (3.2)
Xis1= Xi+ | hy (33)

Whereld is the Jacobian matrix of the force vector and also negative of the tangent stiffness matrix.
Power 1lindicates that the linear system of equations has to be solved for Vgctther than inverting the
J which is never done in practice. One iteration of the solution algorithm consists of 3 main parts:

1. Assembly of the global force vectér(X;) global and tangent stiffness matrixJ (X;) corresponding
to current deformed con guratioX;.

For the 3D model, local force vectors and stiffness matrices for each element are obtained using
methods implemented iBarElement and TriangleElement according to Section 2.1, p. 7 and
assembled in parallel into their global systems. Parallel assembly improves the performance of the
iteration scheme by taking advantage of the fact that nal global system does not depend on assembly
sequence. In the axis-symmetric model the global system skips the creation of the local force vectors
and stiffness matrices and is lled with values right away due to simplicity of the structure. In both
models, the result of the assembly is a sparse matrix. In both models the boundary conditions are
taken into account during the assembly by assigning 1 to restrained d.o.f. and nullifying the rest of the
entries in the row and column corresponding to this d.o.f.

2. Solution of the linear system of equations for the displacement vactsiperformed with a direct
sparse solver presented earlier.

3. Update of the previous deformed con guration to obtdjn;.

Itis known that the classic NR method is not a globally convergent algorithm [29]. A globally convergent
algorithm is understood as an algorithm with the property that for any initial iterate the iteration either
converges to a solution or fails to do so in one of a small number of ways. The classic NR suffers from the
problems like divergence, at spot or cycling presented in Figure 3.8, p. 29.

Casesd) and ) are due to the poor choice of the initial position, that has tolbse enougttio the
solution for algorithm to converge. In casg the full Newton stepl( = 1) is attempted toward the root, but
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Figure 3.8: Cases when classic NR iteration fails - an example with 1 non-linear equation. [20]

the length of step is too large, and overshooting happens. The algorithm is improved by introducing a line
search algorithm along Newton direction for deciding on a NR step ldngfiat guarantees the reduction of

the force residual by certain small valbe Chosen line search algorithms are 3-point safeguarded parabolic
line search and Armijo Rule [18] are described in Appendix C.

In many casegd is ill-conditioned and non-symmetric positive de nite. The matrix becomes ill-
conditioned when twine stiffness is reduced due to compressed/slack twines and there is orders of magnitude
difference between the Jacobian entries. Another case is when the bending forces are included, that usually
are orders of magnitude smaller than the tensile forces [18]. In addition, the pdrt®oEsponding to
non-conservative forces such as drag, are not symmetric, and therédses symmetric positive de niteness
(SPD) property that can result in NR iteration calculating a direction that is not a descend direction [30].

A classic workarounds to improve these issues suggests to add an arbitrarg sty the diagonal
of the stiffness matrix that is betweénandjjJjj [31]. It is effective to decrease this added diagonal
stiffness value along the NR iterations as better equilibrium position are found in order to utilize quadratic
convergence rate of NR in the proximity of the solution. However, it is not trivial to choose an optimal added
stiffnessa and a decrease factor for each problem, therefore those are available as advanced parameters
in SolverSettingsclass. Sometimes the initially chosarmight not provide the suf cient stability to the
algorithm, even with line search techniques. In that case the iteration scheme either diverges or converges to
an incorrect solution. Although a good initial shape can greatly minimize dependency on a gabe, it
is still non-negligible. To prevent that, NR method is restarted with highas soon as the divergence or an
incorrect (tangled) solution is detected. The pseudo-code summarizing all those modi cations to classic NR
is shown in Algorithm 1, p. 30. The algorithm has been tested on the TO and the T90 axis-symmetric models
and showed an improvement compared to the classic NR. The details of the test are presented in Appendix D.

Optimization of the initial shape

It is known that the NR method is very sensitive to the choice of the initial position and only provides a
quadratic convergence if the initial position is "close enough" to the solution. In this context both stability
and speed can be improved by optimizing the initial position. For the models considered in this report there
is very little information on the generation of an initial cod-end shape for the axis-symmetric model and
none for the 3D model.

Axis-symmetric model

For the axis-symmetric cod-end model it is suggested [7] to start from a position of a cylinder with the
cod-end entrance radiug. The nodes are offset from each other by the mean value between a knot an a
twine length. Although, it is possible to converge from this initial position with an appropriate value of
additional diagonal stiffness, it lacks the desired stability improved in the new initial position that is shown

in Figure 3.9, p. 30.

In the new position, the relation between knot and twine length is preserved. It is ensured that the offset
between the meridian nodes alternate between a slightly stretched twine or a knot length. This puts twines
and knots under tension in order to use their full stiffness and thus the entries in the Jacobian matrix of a
similar order of magnitude. In addition, in the end of the cod-end the shape transitions smoothiy=frgym
tor = 0. In uence of the new smoother initial shape on the number of iterations and the dependency on
added stiffness is presented in Appendix D, and showed that this solution has a strong positive effect on the
stability and speed of the axis-symmetric cod-end model.




30 Chapter 3. Computer implementation and solution algorithm

Algorithm 1: Modi ed Newton-Raphson algorithm

begin

i 0
tOlresidual tOldisps b3 Rmax ~ SolverSettings,
found correct, diverged false
while not found and K imaxdo

a; tol, from SolverSettings;
Xi; JF(Xi)]  SolverSettingsinitial shape;
while jF (Xj)j > tolresidual OF jhij > tolgisp do
Solve(J(Xj)+ al)hj=  F(Xj);

Findl with line-search to satisfyF (Xi+ | hj)j< (1 b)jF(Xi)j;
Xi+1= Xi+ | hj;

i=i+1;

if jF(Xi)j > Rmnaxthen

diverged= true;
break;

end

if jF(Xj)j < toly then

| reducea andtols;

end
end
correct= CheckCorrectSolutidiX;);
if not diverged and corredhen

| found= true;
else
increasea ;
diverged= false
end
end
end

Figure 3.9: Comparison between the ending of a suggested and new cylindrical initial shape.

3D model

For the 3D model, two main initial shapes are considered. The difference between them is whether the
meshed panels are mapped to a cylinder with entrance radius (further referreshapas) or a cod-end
shape pre-calculated with the axis-symmetric model (further referred3base 2. Shape 2has an obvious
advantage because it allows to start the iteration closer to the equilibrium shape of the cod-end, which is
especially valuable for the calculations with ne mesh resolution.

In order to make the cylindrical shape more competitive, it is suggested to combine it with the mesh
re nement and smoothing techniques. The idea is to start with a relatively coarse model and nd its
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equilibrium shape. Thereafter, the triangles of the coarse model are subdivided (or subdivided and smoothed),
which in turn becomes an initial shape for the next calculation with ner mesh. Two re nement methods and
one smoothing method are considered. In the rst re nement method each triangle can be subdivided into
4 smaller triangles by adding a vertex to each of its edges. The method is further referr&htpasia

or a plain subdivision. In the second re nement method the coordinates of new vertices are recomputed to
preserve curvature continuity of the mesh within the neighbourhood of those vertices. The method is further
referred to aShape 1lor Loop subdivision [32]. Smoothing is performed with mesh edge- ipping method.
The method attempts a trial ip of an edge shared by two neighbouring triangles. The ip is accepted if the
average triangle skewness of the pair has been reduced. Re nement and smoothing methods are exempli ed
in Figure 3.10, p. 31 and described in more details in Appendix E.

Figure 3.10: Series of re nements and equilibrium solutions for a simple cod-end starting from a very coarse initial
shape.

The amount of d.o.f in the re ned model grows by factor of 4 since each triangle is subdivided into 4
smaller triangles. The re nement of the cylinder introduces new control parameters, such as number of
subdivisions and number of restarts that in uence the result. Subdivision and smoothing algorithms rely
on mesh data structure containing connectivity and neighbourhood information for the vertices, triangles
and edges of the triangular mesh. The data structure was not implemented in the current versi@itof the
program. Instead the potential of those methods was testedkin A8 as prototypes.

The performance of the initial shape generation methods is compared based on 3 tests of a TO diamond
cod-end model with 50 meshes along, 50 meshes ardiislnmmesh side and 25 rows of meshes blocked
by catch. Apart from the simple cod-end, there are tests for a cod-end with a round strap and a cod-end made
of 2 panels joint with 2 selvedges. The equilibrium shape for those models is shown in Figure 3.11, p. 31.
The round strap in test 2 is positioned%amf the total cod-end length and forms a ring with entrance radius.
The selvedges in test 3 have length ed@s of the fully stretched cod-end. For all 3 tests, the additional
diagonal stiffnesa was xed to the same value for all initial shape generation methods.

Figure 3.11: Equillibrium shapes for test 2 with a round strap and test 3 with two selvedges.
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Figure 3.12, p. 32 shows the performance comparison of the initial shape generation methods, both in
terms of time and the amount of iterations. The test is performed on the simple cod-end with no attachments.
The model contained 1500d.0.f. The gure shows that if the mesh resolution is ne from the beginning,
the cylindrical initial shape converges slowly, since it is quite far from the equilibrium. The re nement
techniqueShape lareatly improves the cylindrical initial shape, since the original poor cylindrical initial
shape is only used with a very coarse mesh resolution. For this case, it converges in the same time as the
Shape 2 Loop subdivision method iBhape 1hklid not improve the plain subdivision as it was expected.
Edge ipping method moderately improves the performance of the Loop subdivision method and affects the
plain subdivision method only slightly. For two next tests it was decide not to include smoothing, in order
not to alter the triangles in the proximity of a strap or selvedges.

Figure 3.12: Convergence speed test with 6 different initial shape approaches for the simple cod-end model.

Figure 3.13, p. 32 shows the test performed on the cod-end with the round Strape Zonverged
faster, steadier and in fewer iterations than other shefplespe 1aagain showed great results being only
slightly slower than thé&hape 2 However, wherShape laeached second re nement stage, there were
some uctuations in the force residual on its convergence path to the sol@f@pe 1bs still being faster
thatShape 1however, in this test the difference between them is sm&lespe JoutperformsShape 1bn
terms of stability, due to the fact that it converges to the solution in a more steady fashion.

Figure 3.13: Convergence speed test with 4 different initial shape approaches for the cod-end model with a round strap

Figure 3.14, p. 33 shows the test performed on the cod-end made of 2 panels joined with selvedges. The
situation is similar to rst 2 testsShape Zhowed the same steady and fast convergenceShtgpe las
being slightly slower, but more stable compared to the teSh2apes hndShape llzonverged with many
uctuations in the force residual. It is observed that Bteape listarts with the biggest residual on restart,
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which suggests that the re-positioning of vertices yields the new cod-end shape that is farther away from the
equilibrium shape.

Figure 3.14: Convergence speed test with 4 different initial shape approaches for the cod-end model with two selvedges.

The tests show that an initial shape based on a pre-calculated equilibrium position of the axis-symmetric
model is an excellent choice. The pre-calculation of the shape takes milliseconds. The solution with this
initial shape converges in the least amount of iterations, and shows better stability compared to the other
approaches. Plain subdivision method is a great alternative with a good potential. The downsides of this
approach compared to ti&hape 2is the existence of extra parameters like the amount of re nement
steps and the amount of subdivisions per re nement. The parameters can both improve and degrade the
performance of the method. Furthermore, the sub solutions of the coarser models might need different
the optimal convergence.

With some improvements, smoothing can potentially improve the subdivision methods. The downsides
are, that edge ipping cannot be performed on the edges where the panel joins itself. Also, edge ipping
along the edges that accommodate a round strap or a selvedge, can lead to the incorrect geometry where bar
elements are not co-planar to the triangular elements.

Loop subdivision scheme showed less potential than the plain subdivision scheme, probably due the fact
that when the new Cartesian vertex coordinates are generated and re-positioned they do not correspond well
with newuv mesh coordinates. The new method of preserving this consistency between the Cartesian and
mesh coordinates might improve the ef ciency of this method.

It should be noted, that this comparison is meant as a qualitative assessment of the highlighted methods.
Reader should not pay attention to the actual time elapsed, but rather to the in uence of different initial
shapes to the performance since calculations were done in a prodypesB script, that was intentionally
not optimized for speed.







CHAPTER4

Model comparison

In this chapter the models described earlier are compared. The goal is to identify the cases where the models
converge to the same results, and the cases when the results are different. In the rst scenario it would mean
that here the axis-symmetric model is preferred due to its speed. In the second scenario, one have to run a
heavier 3D model, in order to take all the mechanical behaviour into account. An estimation on how every
combination of the input parameters in uences the comparison results requires an extensive study, which is
not the purpose of this project. Therefore, the approach is to limit the comparison to the set of parameters
that are believed to in uence the results the most. The comparison is conducted with following limitations:

Only TO codends are considered. There are 3 basic test cod-ends, whose speci cations are given in
Table 4.1, p. 35. Modi cations to the basic test cod-ends such as chagesire described in relevant
subsections dedicated to speci c tests.

Weight is negligible compared to other loads, thefore is not taken into account in any of the models.

Test for cod-ends are run with the sequence of catches from 10 to 50 blocked meshes with the step of
5.

Only one towing speed of:8ms ! is considered.

Five comparison parameters are chosen: maximum radius, maximum length, catch volume, resultant
drag force and a mean mesh opening angle.

Table 4.1: Basic test cod-end speci cationbl. stands formesh

Cod-end Ent. radius M.along M.around M.side Twine thickness EA El

1 0:4m 50 50 80mm  single 4mm 1000N  ONrAm
2 0:4m 50 80 100mm single 6 mm 1000N ONmn?

3 0:4m 50 100 120mm single 8 mm 1000N  ONrAm

4.1 Mesh convergence study

The results of the numerical model based on the 3D nite element method depend on the level of discretization,
or in other words size and quality of the triangular mesh. The effect of the meshing on a cod-end model is
exempli ed in Figure 4.1, p. 36. In order to provide a reliable comparison the mesh size is chosen based on
the mesh convergence study.

For the cod-end it is possible to manipulate the mesh by changing the number of elements along or number
of elements across or both at the same time. It is considered ineffective to only increase the discretization at
one of the mentioned directions since it has a bad in uence on the skewness of the elements. Therefore, for
the convergence study the discretization is undertaken both along and across the cod-end. Figure 4.2, p. 36
shows how the result parameters such as maximum radius, maximum length, catch thickness and resulting
drag force approach their asymptotic value as the mesh is re ned.

Itis noted, that reaching approximately5000d.o.f. all comparison parameters begin to oscillate around
their corresponding asymptotic values. Considering the magnitude of the y-axes the oscillations are deemed
negligible, therefore the mesh with5000d.0.f. achieved by evenly discretizing the cod-end along and
around are considered well suited for the comparison. For the cod-ends 2 and 3 from Table 4.1, p. 35 a
separate mesh convergence is undertaken and suggested similar results.
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Figure 4.1: Coarse and ne discretization cases of the same cod-end.a&Caseiangle covers 5 netting meshes along
and 3 netting meshes across. Chsa triangle covers 2 netting meshes along and 2 netting meshes across.

Figure 4.2: Mesh convergence study with 4 parameters for the basic cod-end 1 with 20 meshes blocked by catch.

4.2 Comparison 1 - basic test

In the basic test a number of parameters is neglected to leave only the mechanical behaviors that both models
can take into account. Those neglected parameters are knot size, drag on the netting, bending and opening
resistance. Since in the present axis-symmetric model, the knot size cannot be ignored completely, it is set to
1/1000 of the twine size. In this scenario is expected for the models to show relatively similar results. The
comparison is presented in Figure 4.3, p. 37 and Figure 4.4, p. 37.

It is shown that two models correspond well in case of all four comparison parameters. Notably, the total
drag for the full cod-end matches for all 3 models. Such behaviour is justi ed in, since according to [22]
the total drag can be approximated as the the maximum pressure applied on frontal area of the catch. In
case of the fully blocked cod-end the catch area is the entrance area that is equal for all 3 cod-ends. Both
models predict the same mesh opening angle, however the variation of the angle is slightly greater for the
axis-symmetric model. It could be due to the difference in the discretization of two models.

4.3 Comparison 2 - Effect of the knot size

As mentioned before, the "knotless" version of the axis-symmetric model corresponds to knot to twine
length ratio of 1/1000. In this test, the basic test is modi ed and other bigger ratios of 1/100 1/50 1/10 are
considered. Drag on the netting and the bending stiffness are still neglected. The effects of different knot to
twine ratios are presented for 3 cod-end models in Figure 4.5, p. 38 and Figure 4.6, p. 38.
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Figure 4.3: Comparison 1. Between axis-symmetric and 3D models for 3 cod-ends from Table 4.1, p. 35. Knot size, drag
on the netting, and bending stiffness are not considered. The discretization for 3D modd€l@§0 d.o.f.

Figure 4.4: Comparison 1. Mean mesh opening angle and the coef cient of variation for the angle for the basic test.

Itis seen that for the same knot to twine ratio the difference between the models scales with the amount
of meshes in the cod-end. For the cod-end model 1 this effect is mostly represented in increasing the total
length of the cod-end. However, the effect is more signi cant for the cod-ends 2 and 3 with more meshes in
the circumference. The error also varies depending on the amount of the catch in the cod-end. Table 4.2, p. 38
shows the mean error over all catches in estimating the mean mesh opening angles for 3 cod-ends.

Depending on the user imposed error tolerance, the ratios 1/100 and 1/50 might be considered acceptable,
and the 3D model can still be used for those cod-end. In contrast, to accurately calculate the cod-ends with
larger knot to twine ratios, 3D model needs to be update with another type of triangular element that is based
on the hexagonal mesh representation [11].

4.4 Comparison 3 - effect of the drag on the netting

In the previous tests only the drag on the catch was considered. Here, the drag on the netting is included in
the 3D model. As mentioned in Section 2.1, p. 7, netting drag forces are subjected to the most simpli cations,
because the ow eld inside the cod-end is not yet fully understood. There are two sub tests to evaluate the
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Figure 4.5: Comparison 2. 3D model to the axis-symmetric model with different knot to twine ratios.

Figure 4.6: Comparison 2. 3D model to the axis-symmetric model with different knot to twine ratios.

Table 4.2: Comparison 2. Mean error over all catches in mean opening angle relatively to the 1/1000 knot to twine ratio.

Codend 1/100 1/50 1/10

1 1:0% 2:1% 10:0%
2 1:1% 24% 11:3%
3 1:2% 25% 11:8%

netting drag. In the rst one, the netting drag is applied to the entire netting. In the second one, the drag is
applied only to the netting that the ow can pass through, meaning not blocked by catch. In both cases no
ow speed reduction is given to the twines that are in a shadow of the other twines, because the 3D model
considers uniform and steady ow. The pressure and friction drag coef cients are calculated withZ9).

and Eq. (2.30) from Section 2.1, p. 7.
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4.4.1 Netting drag applied to all twines

The comparison of the axis-symmetric model and the 3D model with the drag applied to all twines is
presented in Figure 4.7, p. 39 and Figure 4.8, p. 39.

Figure 4.7: Comparison 3. Axis-symmetric model to the 3D model where drag on the netting is included for all twines.

Due to the extra drag on the netting the length of the cod-end increases and the radius decreases which
also leads to the decrease in volume. The effects are more distinct in case of the cod-end models 2 and
3 that have a bigger twine thickness. The error varies depending on the amount of catch in the cod-end.
Table 4.3, p. 40 shows the mean error in estimating the comparison parameters for the 3 cod-ends. This case
probably leads to an overestimation of the drag forces on the netting, especially for the cod-ends with bigger
total number of twines for the drag to take place. In contrast to the basic test, the drag forces for 3 models
do not meet in one value when the cod-end is full. This in turn produces the biggest error in the drag force
comparison, especially for model 3 with the biggest twine thickness. However, at that stage all the meshes
are blocked by catch, so the value of the drag is highly overestimated. The effect of increasing the cod-end
length and decreasing its radius in uences mesh opening angle. The meshes tend to be more closed, and the
opening angle variation is slightly lower than in the axis-symmetric model.

Figure 4.8: Comparison 3. Axis-symmetric model to the 3D model where drag on the netting is included for all twines.
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Table 4.3: Comparison 3. Mean error of the 3d model with netting drag for all twines relative to the axis-symmetric
model.

Codend Length Radius Volume Totaldrag Mean opening angle

1 7.2% 54% 53% 702% 7.8%
2 8:7% 8:1% 7.0% 90:0% 9:1%
3 106 % 9:5% 84% 1396% 103 %

4.4.2 Netting drag applied to twines not in contact with the catch

The comparison of the axis-symmetric model and the 3D model with the drag applied only to the twines not
in contact with catch is presented in Figure 4.9, p. 40 and Figure 4.10, p. 41.

Figure 4.9: Comparison 3. Axis-symmetric model to the 3D model where drag on the netting is included for twines not
in contact with the catch.

Similarly to the previous test, the length of the cod-end increases and the radius decreases, but now much
less, even for the cod-end 3. Addition to the total drag due to contribution of the drag on the netting is
observed, but as the cod-ends accumulate catch, this addition approaches zero. Table 4.4, p. 40 shows the
mean error in estimating the comparison parameters for the 3 cod-ends.

Table 4.4: Comparison 3. Mean error of the 3d model with netting drag not in contact with the catch relative to the
axis-symmetric model.

Codend Length Radius Volume Totaldrag Mean opening angle
1 00% 0:1% 11% 174 % 02%
2 0:3% 09% 17% 128% 1:0%
3 06% 12% 2:1% 149% 1:8%
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Figure 4.10: Comparison 3. Axis-symmetric model to the 3D model where drag on the netting is included for twines
not in contact with the catch.

4.5 Comparison 4 - effect of mesh opening

Previous test did not take into account the bending stiffness of the netting. In the TO con guration the
mesh resistance to opening helps to close the meshes. Those effects are taken into account in the 3D model
and compared to the axis-symmetric model. The 3D model only takes constant value& éfahdE|I

into account, which is a simpli cation. In realty those stiffness values are non-linear and depend on the
current opening of the mesh and the twine tension. Therefore, it is deemed unreasonable to look for a precise
de nition of the EAandEI and the maximum stiffness values were used as if the twine is a cylinder with the
diameterd given in Table 4.1, p. 35. The mesh opening stiffndssan be represented through the bending
stiffnessEl and mesh sid#& as shown in Eq(4.1)[33]. The elasticity modulus for the PE netting is taken

as 1000Nmm?2. The comparison is presented in Figure 4.11, p. 41 and Figure 4.12, p. 42.

_12E

H
M

(4.1)

Figure 4.11: Comparison 4. Axis-symmetrc and 3D where opening stiffness is taken into account.
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It is seen that this mechanical effect does not affect the comparison parameter signi cantly especially for
the cod-end 1 with the lowest twine thickness and bending stiffness (See Table 4.5, p. 42). The deviation
from the axis-symmetric model is seen mostly in reduction of the radius and the catch volume. Remarkably,
the mean opening angle almost have not changed. It could be due to the fact that, together with the decrease
in the radius there is also a decrease in the length that cancel out in the total contribution to the mesh opening
angle.

Figure 4.12: Comparison 4. Axis-symmetric and 3D where opening stiffness is taken into account.

Table 4.5: Comparison 4. Mean error of the 3d model with opening resistance to the axis-symmetric model.

Codend Length Radius Volume Totaldrag Mean opening angle

1 0:6 % 0:5% 2:0% 1:0% 07 %
2 0:9% 2:3% 4:6 % 2:8% 0:6 %
3 1:0% 3:6% 6:7% 4:6 % 03%

4.6 Discussion

The comparison of the axis-symmetric and 3D models is presented focusing on few chosen parameters. It is
seen that the axis-symmetric model can be adjusted to show the similar results in the cases where the drag on
the twines is small. Nevertheless, even with the twine drag included, the geometrical result parameters can
be estimated withid0 %error. This fact also explains, why it is so ef cient as an initial shape for the 3D
FEM model.




CHAPTERDS

Validation

5.1 Shape estimation of a single panel cod-end

In this chapter the models are validated against the physical tests carried out in the ume $ANK &FF
OcCEAN based in Hirtshals Denmark. The tank speci cation are found in Appendix F.

Figure 5.1: Shape of a single panel cod-end with 8 rows of meshes blocked is being measured in the ume tank.

A cod-end made of a single panel can be assumed to be axis-symmetric, therefore it can be used to
validate both axis-symmetric and 3D numerical models. In practice, the use of cod-ends and extension pieces
which are made of only one piece of net material and have only one selvedge is prohibited [34], therefore the
cod-end was specially manufactured for the experiment. The speci cations are presented in Table 5.1, p. 43.

Table 5.1: Single panel cod-end speci cations.

Parameter Value

Type TO
Meshes along 50
Meshes around 48

Bar length 50 mm
Twine thickness  Single:4d mm
Knot length 1.4 mm

5.1.1 Setup

In the ume tank the cod-end model was attached to a metal ring. The metal ring was held by four ropes
emerging from the metal loops left on the top and the bottom of the opposite walls of the tank as shown in
Figure 5.2, p. 44. In this way the structure was supported by four mooring lines pre-tensioned by hand.
Tests with 8 and 5 blocked meshes were carried out with water spéediros * and0:8ms * each.
Blocking was established by xing a circular patch of impermeable fabric inside the cod-end at the speci c
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