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Structure type selection of TLPs based on hydrodynamic performance

QIAN Jiayu, SUN Liping, SONG Linfeng
(College of Shipbuilding Engineering, Harbin Engineering University, Harbin 150001, China)

Abstract: In order to find which of four typical Tension Leg Platforms is more suitable for the Liwan field in the South China Sea, this
study chooses one based on the assumption of similarity principle to ensure that the four platforms have the same similarity criteria in the
design. These similarity principles are used to ensure that these four platforms have similar hydrodynamic response and mooring
property. In the time domain simulation, the interaction between the platform and the mooring system is considered, in terms of TTRs,
SCRs and tendons. In order to provide references for engineering application, the dynamic response, tendon tensions, air gap analysis
and susceptibility to seasickness are compared.
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K& SRR RN IC R | M H A 0w, KR — BRI 7E 2 000 m Z A, TLP A3 PURRERY I35 2 A5 458
ok S R & ( Conventional Tension Leg Platform-CTLP ) | %t 5k J1 B 3 4 ( Extended Tension Leg
Platform-ETLP©) MOSES©- {5 Fl SeaStar® 5K JJ B V- 5, CTLP H A7 DU AR iy PU A~ I f8 A 3% 452 (1 57 A
ETLP 4545 CTLP AR (EAEZ5HY B AR T — S8 Beitk , ETLP 194 A S AR N T 42 A0 19 ¥ 46 . MOSES °F-
72 1 MOSES A RIBGHHIF R , HoV- 6 B SEAE AR vh T 5 i s, DUARIE AR FHOR 1 HE S FE A A ik SeaStar
TLP TSRS 1) 75 PROEARLTEE A2 T i 44 , P SRR 7 10 S7 A AR = R TR AR 1 7 R L

P LRI ZEA B TLP HAT AR ) Ty w0, AR 22027 8 B T A [ A9 AR LR U AIE 5 1 45+ 28 A0
£ 38 BRI AIFEIE , S.Chandrasekaran" > SR FAH R A HEZK B B0 b — JAE = S7.4F TLP F1PUSZAE TLP 138 3
W 7 AT HARA0AT, Sun LP 3 FHH R HEAK A N, %G T SPAR P15 3k J1BRST- 5 APE 0T G 1932 3h
M . 2R AR = R AR S A B 2 v 2O B PR LA AR R R A AL, I ELF- A 0 ST A RN AR
HEZK EEARTR] , BRaESE7 H T ORI TLP , ARARLE ) R - & LA R I (K R L 358 R AR

PR K IR 5 4 A RO R], LR 2 B0 80K 3 e A AR TR . BR T A DU R & BAT A 5] A9 HE
IKEFIP AR RS, BT LB R 2R R R a0 7 v A I 1 B 2B R5 28 SCR 37 8 ik, W) MOSES - 6 i
TEFIER —AX MOSES “F- 5 (TRIZ7K) 5 SeaStar V-5 A A H /D T HAb =FF- &, Ir AT B0 A7 & 1Y S
IR PO E AR S5 2 o KRR 2 VS A AR R B AR AR 25, AR SO 1 RO [ 2540 B XY TLP 5 Jl A
ARSI TLP A B0 HAE AT SUATERE ST . D T IFAl Iz shPERE R A5 R B 2R 7E X IR R Y
BRAVEHT R Sh A BHE & A Tk TLP REEHEAT T 0Tt XF- 518 s a5 2% 1& 1 TRk
FASLE (TTRs) |, HEHEA LA (SCRs) LA KA 58 15 AR 18] OB 5 %00 18 5 % be LA it 52 LA A 2]
AR SR G 5l xf B i R H LIS B S L & 5F 17 & 5 3l i 2 SR8 45 1R 4 15 31
ol B SR 6 5 B EdE ik ) RS- 6 1R R T T U 45 A 1 B R A oK s g PERE Dy TR b B 2
FARAE
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1.1 TLP R&EhESFIGRBE A E

TLP RGAEAITE i VE T B AR Sl g i 7 57 Z2 B 2 DR 2R 5 i), i 6 DR 35 A 45 R e 1 /K 3l 0 2
(ARG TT | F R S i AN BiRe R 2 fer ) (ARZeME RIAFSL SRR T RIR BRI\ g 15 B ORI BE Y
H RIS S A IRIETR R 4 . L3R A5 2R e o 1% S AR i 197 A 20 R FH Sl ZAS B B 5 43 B 7 1ok 25 p &
|35 eI

FT = Ye iR/ GRS e @ T A5 2 TLP (7K 3h 01 2R B K — B i IR 77 5 A o B 45 2
(R TR IR 1 FNER SR 7K B0 3 Z 8500 ] 1 I SAsE 480 43 Afr b, 645 31 TLP 78 i b B9 IR R 01 0 BT TC
55 KIS RIB N BT & (o0 ) FIBTAE pREL K () o ~F- S 12 IEBHJE R H Newman 6L, V- & RIS EGE 3 R AT .

(M + (o) 19(1) + [n(r)K(t = 7)dr + By(1) = F,,..(1) (1)

RF S A e - 55 B S 1 P S R R A AR O3 R 3R s, X T ML Bl (AR BEAIL YR TR ) ARyl 7, 6 5K ik 1z 5
J5 TR AN FHGF fr AR AT B 2% 1 564 AT DATH A e (RS 2 [ (8 A E S0 S — R I S i b B 7 =X . 7R
T, BHJE 2R BB JE bR A T 5

1) w=038{ o> ,B(w)=0

2) t—ow K (t)=0

3)p () J& w—oo INTHYFI NG & ,u=A( o ) , AR M AL,

TEIR K (1) Fll (oo ) IS FINBT I A (o) FIBHJE 228X B(w) W HCA SR B K 8 ) T334k it
K () M (oo ) BFFF LRI B(w) , PRI Ann] A5O8H T2 22 2500 T Ak FHEZ: S e 85 DU £ 15 2 4
WS J S S TR B IR A B AR SO R FHTE S R IR Flion BURMKIEL B(w) , A1 37
B MBR AR T
12 HBESHEMEEH

55 TS S PR A YR A P R I A e 3, HOKIRIA E 1 500 m, {7 T 5 W/ 4k 2 F 7 AR 29 300 km b, 75



%5 RS 28 TR I PERERY TLP S5H e U5 99

25 3-1 A0 BRVL A sl A [A] X 5k 29,26 BT TR X, AR SC 43 i e OVE A T8 A PR T 0 A AR 77 T 004y
THRE- &3z sl iy 1) = A REE 4600, XU TR R BAR SR SR 1 firos, b BREE 05 ) S KU TR R TR] 1]
MBI A A B YD, JF HLAE 45 8 (8 Z (M A T e A8 4, Rz far >R 1T NPD XU 48L 7 T T 7K P18 DA |
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K1 HE31MEEH

Tab. 1 Environment condition of Liwan 3-1 area

BT A e T2 R BR T3 EAETH || PR e T2 R T4 TN
R NPD NPD NPD . i ik . it
KiEm O KM KM
/(m-s) /(m-+s™) /(m=+s™)
1 /M@ 10m  16.4 m/s 32 m/s 39 m/s
0 1.05 0 1.6 0 1.95
R JONSWAP  JONSWAP  JONSWAP S~ s 053 -3 L5 s 179
A LW/ m 6.2 12.1 15 g -50 0 -25 128 -28.6 1.68
S T L1 3.9 151 -50  0.95 -48.6 1.44
-70 0 -72.7 087
Gamma 1.87 3.17 3.55 _87.8 0.07

1.3 AEZEHEE TLP BIAFEH
RIRZER I TLP -6 22 JIAR K, A SO B AL % A — 0 o0 3 T HAth 2 35 2 AR 2250 . 1) 4
A A b 2 H A o i R T HEZK 5 2) P ARF & 77 5 RS AR R R AR Rl A HEZK &, 7RSS b, 5 SCBRAR 25
I A — A AL S5 . 3) B T AR 891 F 25 0 B Ok 22 R, it o # P S & fRGIE CTLP il
ETLP JiCHEFHARLL, 1] MOSES Fl SeaStar FYJi HIARAH YT , LA DRAS [F] - & Ay 2 1] B 5 £ A0 BHLJE B — 2 1Y
AEARLTE 54 ) 78 SO R B A I 1 A, 00K A B 5 ST 48 (SCRs) #-7Hiii% , BRI A —4CMOSES
TLP (A RIZK R |, I Marco Polo TLP [ 1124, — X MOSES TLP HJHZ7K A 37m;5) 2k T
& 130 e B W] ek B AR UE PRS- 6 09N B RN 3 e N (AR I 6 ) A PO AR & 5K 07 R %)
AH K AR ] AR AR 5 7K 1) BB AL, SeaStar - 15 BB IR 3x3 XA E, i T H Ao 2%
H /> FHAL =55, I SeaStar i i ELAR FIEBE 2K T 5 4k = Fh U5k TR 15
AR B B A PLG A rh Al XS S W VE R AR B AR
EA

. 2)

k33

A EA FOR A S NI | L FoR Al
AR [ B AR BA A AR 2 DU 15 19 R BRS Mk 2 Biozm 5 il A_EARUAS PRA I U AR 15 1 3
RUEE  BARSHOILE 3,35 4 DU 65 B9 [ AT TR 300 5 0oF 0 b st 280 g4 5y BB 5 64T T80 DT 40 23 042 PR AS T 14
L5 IS TTR 1 SCR 2%, anl&l 1~ & 4 iR,
x2 MHEEERE

Tab. 2 Principal dimensions of four platforms

HFR SR HFR SR
PR I & F o/t 6 344 FBR AN A R/t 2 300
JE#IK E &/t 100 SEFEHE K 18 960

2040 (CTLP, ETLP)

TFREHEK Rt 7 615 T AL/ m?
o R m 1 400( MOSES, SeaStar )
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Tab. 3 Specific parameters of four platforms m
i H CTLP ETLP SeaStar TiH MOSES
nZK 23 23 33 WZK 37
SEAE EAR 16 16 24.6 SR XL 9.7x6.8
TERH R 6 6 12.4(8) JEG A 55 24.8
TRIRI LI 8 8 8 JEG JEE 55 14.631
SLFE ] 54 49+5.7 TR TE 6.8
T R s 55.31
*4 ZEMEHEAH s
Tab. 4 Natural periods of the structures S
TitH PG/ WG 5 B4R/ YR %
CTLP 156.7 4.2 4.3 94.5
ETLP 157.7 4.2 4.1 86.9
SeaStar 154.1 4.0 3.7 67.2
MOSES 156.7 4.1 3.9 74.4

Tendon 1

ol S
SCR Tendon 4 SCR Tendon 4

K1 G Rk IR & K2 Rk RTE
Fig. 1 Model of CTLP Fig. 2 Model of ETLP

A

Teidon4 TTR SCR TTR“Y}endonl
'3 MOSES 5k J &1 Kl 4 SeaStar ik JIRFEH
Fig. 3 Model of MOSES Fig. 4 Model of SeaStar
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FRAE T35 15 17K 8l 1 Z2 B0 IR I, o 4 B b AR e R A AR AR 4 BRIS AT LAAS B HR 5 1 AT T .
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DL K F=K JT09iCAZ R B, RIS 53 B b ik K i iz 2 5 B2 45 207 5 0938 shim Ny, 32 20 0 7 i AR (2 P4
FH RS T2k R M EE G5

T 5 A A S AL T 45 B T DR S ZE VL T80 AR BR T 00 DL AR AE T 00 N WA i iz 5))
M 7 5 KCAFL, QL S Bz, 25 FE 3 e Vg B9 T DL RRAIE | IURI IR 137 5 B 52 R AS 0 200 38 7RI 25 100 By
Bt ik 1B 1932 SR Sl AR 1 HAE A7 K R I 5% AR 1530235 SR vl 60 3 3=+ oo DU 45 21 1) 5K g
RS- 50 R TR SR R IER 1, SeaStar F- 5 ZEVE ML T-00 T 932 Sl i A48, i 7E A PR 00 T 1%
12 B ) [ 3 2

6 H i U 2% i 243 31 26 DU Rk o RSP 5 FEAEMD T8 T VR X 7 0] 032 SRR, AH R 1 F- Y532 o) iR (E
4354 19.84,20.60,20.9 F120.89 m, RMS 435l 2.90,3.025,1.377 1 1.636, it X b, A L& H DU FhSF-
ATEVEN T T B R (EAHIT . M RMS (3R E CTLP F1 ETLP B4R 37 fRE R T HAB WA & |, BB MO-
SES HI SeaStar *F- 5 i i Kz siE A Lt CTLP #1 ETLP /M2,

"""" X CTLP v X CTLP —X CTLP
300 0 ——XETLP 300 ——XETLP 300 60 ——XETLP
25 X MOSES g5 <X MOSES 285 o 7S X MOSES
—_—X Q S S
o o0 S‘castar 20 X Seastar 5, 00 X Seastar
YCILP AN NN~ 4] | Y CTLP ——YCTLP
255 105——Y ETLP 255 —vETLP 105 ... Y ETLP
240 120 Y MOSES 240 Y MOSES 240 120 Y MOSES
225 135 —Y Seastar 225 Y Seastar ~—Y Seastar
210 150

K5 ARl T BRI A A 00T By RN G 1 5 1 B

Fig. 5 Max surge/sway positions under operation condition, extreme operating condition and extreme design condition
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Fig. 6 Motion of the platforms in X direction
22 FEBESHT
Xt TLP AT VAR A 55— A~ T BEhR i i A oK ) J 5 BE A W A2 R T M X5 b, I R

9 448 MPa, B BRI J1 0 530 MPa, M5 APL RP 2T RUVE, 2 42 2 50T URHEAI TSI, %A AT L
WA (3) IHHERE],

UR = 1.0 (3)

ag, +(Tb
min(SF o

<
.o, ,SF,0,)
K UR=FHH o, =Thm N T, o, = BUEZS NN ) o = BRI TS o, = BRI T
x5 REEN
Tab. 5 Safety category

iH A B S
T FEME T3 e BR T4 AT
SF, 0.60 0.80 1.00
SF, 0.50 0.67 0.90

6~ 8 MR I FRE I IAE 0° 2 90°FRIE S S B AN ) o0 i F1 A R 8
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x6 1EWTIRTHR URE
Tab. 6 UR of the tendons under operation condition
et CTLP ETLP MOSES SeaStar
FABE/(°) Hh e 2 = UR il e UR il e UR il g UR
0 2,3 0.572 2,3 0.569 2 0.703 1 0.582
15 3 0.574 3 0.575 2 0.693 1 0.578
30 3 0.589 3 0.573 2 0.675 3 0.594
45 3 0.619 3 0.596 2,4 0.665 3 0.601
60 3 0.588 3 0.573 4 0.675 3 0.611
75 3 0.573 3 0.574 4 0.693 3 0.6
90 3,4 0.571 3,4 0.569 4 0.703 3 0.593
®7 WMRINTH R URE
Tab. 7 UR of the tendons under extreme operating condition
et CTLP ETLP MOSES SeaStar
MEE/(0) kST UR il e 2R UR i e UR il aes UR
0 2,3 0.49 2,3 0.487 2 0.666 1 0.58
15 3 0.491 3 0.489 2 0 1 0.565
30 3 0.485 3 0.5 2 0.641 3 0.537
45 3 0.496 3 0.531 2,4 0.628 3 0.544
60 3 0.486 3 0.5 4 0.64 3 0.617
75 3 0.493 3 0.489 4 0.655 3 0.546
90 3,4 0.493 3,4 0.488 4 0.666 3 0.54
x8 EFIRTHEURE
Tab. 8 UR of the tendons under extreme design condition
eS| CTLP ETLP MOSES SeaStar
B/ () RS UR il UR iR UR i ek 2 UR
0 2,3 0.458 2,3 0.499 2 0.556 1 0.582
15 2 0.439 2 0.487 2 0.548 1 0.575
30 3 0.437 3 0.476 2 0.532 3 0.63
45 3 0.473 3 0.476 2,4 0.516 3 0.64
60 3 0.436 3 0.476 4 0.532 3 0.68
75 3 0.441 4 0.487 4 0.548 3 0.667
90 3,4 0.461 3,4 0.499 4 0.557 3 0.643

Moses Fll SeaStar IF ARG AN I ED BT LUK PIAF- G B0 B K T Z R T 75 sk 5, K 6~£ 8
RUTENE THUA PR TOLAAF T SeaStar HYFIRESZ J1 5%/, MOSES HYSHETK I3 ik, (BEAAF TOLT,
SeaStar [ i i 7K J1 I AT MOSES (38 K 2218 . M IER] SeaStar (A 7E G 5 00 N RN MESS ., K
6~ 8 HIR IR R 32 1 Al i A TR A AIRAR
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Fig. 7 Von mises stress of the tendons under extreme operating Condition

& 7 7] LA BITEAAE T8 4 550% 77, CTLP A ETLP (898 Kk J7 R 3RTE A SR J7 1] K 45°16F i
3 5l b IRl BF SeaStar 19 3 5 7 i 78 A S0k 7 1) Sk 60° B AZ g de R A T 1) 7 38 AE RO T 4y Sy
1.247E7 \1.252E7 .1.400E7 il 1.697E7 N/m, fHIL A Hi CTLP Al ETLP (iR J1/NFHAL PR, (H2
SeaStar K T 3x3 M RTAT 2, 5340 =FRH 4x3 (720, W& B MR % 18, SeaStar -5 T 9 ARk,
A =T & /0 3 MRSk , A 45 E - 45 A R S sh e i g s BT LATE e b He A 8
23 KRS

ik 71 RS- 5 B T e AZ e dz Bl DA K T A7 5K B iR KR/ N A, - B R BRA ARE EEA4E
bz —, B A AE A BRI S 5 76 Joe KU YR A B 9 2 B ( BDSF- f5 _LB 2 A) RG34 i 0 2 [l RO BE 8, IR
BLORUE LRSI ) o BRI TREA B R F B 5 R e & RS R e X 2T sk Z 86271,
B EN PR ICTH A B IR 385 T B SR T AS A R A

*9 MRIRTENTFENSIBERZL
Tab. 9 Air gap of different types of TLP

=yl CTLP ETLP MOSES SeaStar

/NVAB/m 2.813 2.875 3.003 3.211

V- BB R LRSS AN 9 BIR  UEB DU £ il e 2R, BP B/ ME R T% sl w- A/
SR AT R, KR/ N 28 CTLP 65 /MAABRIE A 2] T 2.813 m, 1M e K BRF- 554 SeaStar
5 BORABN 3.211 m, - TFRRES SRR AR MR A, SR B2/ NI EAE , (Hib A k224810
A RE,

24 HFBINEHW

- FOBRGE F B A TAERI A & B9 =223 07, BOAR L AR5 8 /N i 45 VR N B3 ) TAE IR 545
YRR, R TS AT RE DX A7 A B ET IE I8 , ~F- 65 H AR A e BE o A &+ 3 22, AR X5 H AR
Ak B A 3 DX T AR X HRZ A DGR A, X ok S R e A T 1 I BE A AT, LA A DU b sk g BRSF- S FE R [ EE T
N BBIEFIE S , PERARHERR 3 [ PR M NORDFORSK BILFE ™, e 10 iR,

K10 HERESEH

Tab. 10 Criteria for susceptibility to seasickness

TH IKEHERE RMS/ (m? - s7™") FEHEE RMS/ (m? - s™")
B J197 8 T 0.980 1.960
HAR 558 To 0.690 1.370
ki 7353 8 T 0.490 0.980

WX 11 HATEEE AT, WA & 032 SR B R4, AT RAFE 38K B KGR 5 T AR IE N B3 Y 58 B4
PEAT AT B ERAEAE ML . X H DU FOR [RI 25 A 2 AL 1 i T RSP 15, Horft MOSES 1 SeaStar V- £ 19 7K - 13 [m) il
PRJE RMS {4/, AT CTLP 1 ETLP (47K SR ) sk B RMS (EAK , Ho S & FAR SR K B 7K SF fin
B RMS {H8 0.762 m*/s, Fe KFE M INHEEE RMS {54 0.372 m®/s, Y5/ HL il B R . #F 5T & Bk J
TSP 5 1K F-12 sl sl B S AR e 25 iR L R TR S 30
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F11 FENHSREENE
Tab. 11 Susceptibility to seasickness of TLP

FH A R RMS/ (m? - s7") KA B RF;Y RMS/(m? - s7') KA
CTLP 0.704 HAFE T 0° A G 0.372 HEAF T 45° A
ETLP 0.762 AAE T 00 A5t 0.288 AAFE T 00 A5t fA
MOSES 0.622 HAFE T 0° A G A 0.156 HAFE T 0° A S A
SeaStar 0.694 HAF T 00 A5t 0.226 HEAE T 45° A Bt
3 45 if

AR SCARARE 5 O AR BL A% 460 DU b A [+] 235 4 B ) 5 T BRSF- 15 049 7K 3l 3 00 17 R4 5 %8 B 23, el T i 38 5l
SARLAERE S Ty e DA Iy T 5K 1 BEF- 6 3E4T 7% A AT, 3 02 s s 2 O O 6 B S p R
SRR, TSR LT 458

NIZ S 15 1 E D TS X A A B, AR EG A = 15, 55N 32 DX T ARUFT K 2 T T AR SeaStar -
BT TARHEOL T BAT RAFR3h Ty 7, {E AR BR 00T 3 e 17 384 i B I 5 DA ST B s 1 14k e 73 #r & B ETLP
iRk 185 /)N , SeaStar 5 CTLP IRZ ,MOSES 5K T3 K, HAEMR PR T-B0 T, SeaStar ffi 32 1 5 WAtk , {HAH HE
HoAh =F°F- 5, SeaStar WA EE 1 FIN &/ |1 H AT RS H 2>, SeaStar “F- 5 7E & U 1E L WA DL o <B4
TR IAREE AT M3 3], SeaStar Al MOSES T CTLP 5 ETLP, AE %45 %5k S Il IR FPk , R ek 58 KRR |
PRIE N R ET IS MR & A T3 . 456 DAL, TLP S48 75 75 S A e e U2 el il 2o Ml 7F
PLAE T HLH 2, [ 52 35T H A Fe e i 2 Dr e 2, DL R S5 A i B mT SRR 29, BT DL TLP - 5 4544 B
2 YT SR T S e
SE .
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