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Fig.2 Sketch of the Mangrove model
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Fig.3 Measured Forces (Length=1.0, 0.5m)
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Fig.4 Relation between Cp and Vo/V
3.0 A
0O L=1.0(m)
§ F) A L=0.5(m)
20~ I ns
= 2
IS E S
1.0 3
a

0 5 10 15 20
Time(sec)
Fig.5 Calculated Inertia Coefficient
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Fig.6 Comparison of the Cal. and Exp. Forces
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