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On the Efficiency of the Blom’s Mechanical Method
in Obtaining the Cross-Curve

Yoshikazu NARASAKO

The working usefulness of the Blom’s mechanical method in obtaining the Cross
Curve was brought into clarification, and its accuracy, applied for the case of a small
boat, was confirmed to be within 6~7 % in error at most.

Compared with Integrator method which has been adopted usually, the Blom's
mechanical method was proved to be less expensive in its cost as well as more concise
in its principle.
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Fig. 4. Body plan.

Plate 2. Integrator method.

Plate 1. Blom’s mechanical method.
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Fig. 5. Statical Stability curves.
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Table Comparison between statical stability by Blom’s mechanical
method and by Integrator method.
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