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Abstract: This study presents key enhancements in hydrodynamic modeling using the strip-
based Morison’s equation approach to enable rapid simulations of Floating Offshore Wind
Turbines (FOWT). The modeling framework employs the relative form of the Morison equation,
incorporating nonlinear irregular wave kinematics, vertical wave stretching, and diffraction
corrections based on MacCamy-Fuchs (MCF) theory for large-scale, non-slender structures.
Wave kinematics are iteratively applied at dynamically displaced structural nodes to accurately
capture fluid-structure interaction. Additionally, a discretization scheme is introduced to
improve hydrodynamic load distribution across large horizontal structures of floaters. These
enhancements are validated against experimental data from the Floating Offshore Wind
and Controls Advanced Laboratory (FOCAL), which conducted a 1:70 scale test of the
IEA-Wind 15MW reference turbine on the VolturnUS-S platform. Results demonstrate that
the incorporation of nonlinear wave kinematics significantly improves low-frequency response
accuracy. Furthermore, the vertical wave stretching and MCF corrections lead to surge
response predictions that closely align with experimental measurements, while the improved
load discretization significantly enhances heave and pitch response fidelity in wave-dominant

frequency ranges.
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1. INTRODUCTION

FOWTs present significant potential by enabling access
to stronger and more consistent wind resources in deep-
ocean environments, compared to their onshore counter-
parts. However, due to their structural complexity and
dynamic interaction with the marine environment, the
design and optimization of FOWTs heavily depend on
high-fidelity numerical simulations (Carmo et al., 2024).
One of the most critical and challenging aspects of these
simulations is the accurate modeling of hydrodynamic
loads acting on floating platforms, which is essential for
ensuring their stability, performance, and reliability (Hoeg
and Zhang, 2023). Hydrodynamic modeling approaches
commonly used in FOWT analysis include potential-flow
theory, the Morison equation, or a hybrid of both (Robert-
son et al., 2014; Carmo et al., 2024). Potential-flow the-
ory provides solutions for radiation and diffraction effects
but neglects viscous drag forces. In contrast, the Morison
equation—an empirical formulation—captures radiation-
induced added mass, wave excitation forces, and nonlinear
viscous drag (Ishihara and Zhang, 2019). A key advantage
of the Morison equation is its capability to compute dis-
tributed hydrodynamic loads along the entire submerged
structure, rather than approximating them as lumped
forces at discrete locations.
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Hydrodynamic models often utilize the Airy wave theory,
which assumes that incident wave amplitudes are much
smaller than their wavelengths, thereby neglecting the
nonlinear effects of the real ocean environment. To address
this limitation, higher-order wave models, such as the 2nd-
order nonlinear wave model, have been adopted and high-
lighted in several studies (Duarte et al., 2014; Zhang et al.,
2020; Roald et al., 2013). When using the Morison equa-
tion, incorporating second-order difference and summation
frequency wave kinematics generates second-order wave
loads (Agarwal and Manuel, 2011). These second-order
difference frequency wave loads primarily influence the
slow-drift motion and low-frequency response of FOWTs.
In traditional hydrodynamic modeling using the Morison
equation, wave loads are typically evaluated up to the
mean sea water level (SWL), often neglecting loads at
nodes between the SWL and the instantaneous wave sur-
face. However, recent studies have emphasized the impor-
tance of accurately capturing wave loads above the mean
SWL, highlighting the significance of nonlinear wave loads
due to wave run-up and wave crest elevations. Ignoring the
contribution of instantaneous free-surface fluctuations can
result in underestimated hydrodynamic loads, particularly
in extreme wave scenarios and high sea states encountered
by FOWTs (Wang et al., 2022a,b; Carmo et al., 2024).

The potential flow hydrodynamic model, despite its accu-
racy, is computationally intensive, particularly when eval-
uating numerous structural configurations such as semi-
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submersible platforms (Hgeg and Zhang, 2023). In con-
trast, the strip-based Morison equation provides a compu-
tationally efficient alternative; however, its conventional
form not account for diffraction effects, which become sig-
nificant in large-scale, non-slender structures (Robertson
et al., 2014). To address this, Hgeg and Zhang (2023) intro-
duced a semi-analytical hybrid MacCamy-Fuchs-Morison
(MCF-Morison) model, which can replace the potential
flow model during preliminary design stage. For large-
diameter cylindrical structures, where diffraction effects
are significant, diffraction corrections derived from MCF
theory (MacCamy and Fuchs, 1954) can be effectively inte-
grated with the Morison equation. Typically, floating plat-
forms are modeled as rigid bodies to evaluate global loads
and responses. However, when internal structural load
effects require detailed investigation, strip theory offers an
effective solution. Strip theory facilitates the discretization
of large rigid structures into multiple components (Wang
et al., 2023b), enabling a more accurate representation
of spatial variations in wave kinematics and associated
structural responses.

The discussion above highlights the effectiveness of the
Morison equation in analyzing hydrodynamic loads on
FOWTs with computational efficiency. However, several
modifications are needed to update its underlying as-
sumptions for improved accuracy. Therefore, this study
aims to enhance the hydrodynamic modeling capabilities
within the Control-oriented, Reconfigurable, and Acausal
Floating Turbine Simulator (CRAFTS) developed by the
authors, with these improvements validated against ex-
perimental data. CRAFTS is a causality-free modeling
tool developed in the Modelica language for offshore
wind turbine analysis. Previous hydrodynamic modeling
efforts, including verification and validation for various
platforms such as the OC3 spar-buoy and VolturnUS-
S semi-submersible, are detailed in Hasan et al. (2023)
and Sarker et al. (2024a), respectively. Additionally, the
integration of aerodynamic, hydrodynamic, and control
modules in CRAFTS is discussed in Sarker et al. (2024b).
Hydrodynamic modeling within CRAFTS was limited to
first-order wave kinematics using the conventional Morison
equation. To provide deeper insights into the dynamic
behavior of FOWTs and to develop a robust simulation
platform, several critical enhancements have been inte-
grated. This paper presents the formulations behind these
enhancements. Furthermore, the implemented improve-
ments are validated using experimental data from tests
conducted on the VolturnUS-S semi-submersible platform
during the FOCAL campaign (Wang et al., 2023a; Robert-
son, 2023). The experimental data is publicly accessible at:
https://a2e.energy.gov/ds/focal /focal.campaign4.

2. NUMERICAL MODELING

This section describes both the structural and the hy-
drodynamics model of the VolturnUS-S semi submersible
floating planform. The structural model is numerically set
up in CRAFTS in full scale. The hydrodynamics model,
likewise is developed in CRAFTS, however, specific details
are focused on formulation of modeling improvement.
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Fig. 1. Coordinate system of Floating platform and dis-
cretization used in Morison equation

2.1 Structural Modeling

The VolturnUS-S semi-submersible platform comprises
three vertical cylindrical outer columns connected to a
central column by three rectangular pontoons, as shown
in Fig. 1. All structural components are modeled as rigid
bodies, with each pontoon divided into three equal seg-
ments. As this study focuses on hydrodynamic modeling,
aerodynamic effects are excluded. To accurately capture
overall mass and inertia, the tower is modeled as a rigid
body attached to the central column, and the rotor-nacelle
assembly (RNA) is simplified as a point mass atop the
tower, though these components are omitted from the fig-
ure for clarity. The platform is connected by three mooring
lines, extending from the outer columns to fixed anchor
points. These lines are modeled as massless linear springs,
differing from conventional catenary modeling (Noboni
et al., 2025), and are assumed to have no hydrodynamic
loading, resembling the fishing lines used in experiments.
Additional mass or stiffness from sensor wiring bundles
(umbilical) is not included, as experimental data with and
without umbilical are available. Detailed geometry, inertia
properties, and mooring characteristics are provided in
Robertson (2023).

2.2 Hydrodynamics Modeling

The hydrodynamics module developed in the CRAFTS
simulator uses the relative form of the Morison equation
that accounts for radiation-induced added mass, wave ex-
citation, and non-linear drag loads. In addition to those
hydrodynamic loads, buoyancy and gravity loads are in-
cluded as part of the linear hydrostatic loads. More details
on the hydrodynamic modeling of the FOWT platform in
CRAFTS simulator can be found in our previous work
(Sarker et al., 2024a). In the present study, we introduce
several key modeling practices and advanced formulations
to improve the accuracy, computational efficiency, and
overall fidelity of the hydrodynamic model-extending its
capabilities beyond those presented in earlier publications.

Second-order wave and spatial effects In the CRAFTS
hydrodynamics module, random waves were initially mod-
eled as linear irregular waves using Airy wave theory, with
associated wave kinematics computed up to mean sea wa-
ter level. In this study, in addition to first-order wave kine-
matics, second-order kinematics—specifically difference-
frequency and summation-frequency components—are in-
corporated in finite water depth following the theoretical
formulation by (Agarwal and Manuel, 2011). For brevity,



we only show the formulation of 2"? order component,
n2(z,t) of irregular wave elevation, n(xz,t) = n(z,t) +
2 (:L', t)

N N

n2(z,t) = Re { SN AmAnBrirtlnei[(wmiwn)t—(kmikn)x]} 1)

m=1n=1

where Bt is the transfer function obtained from the so-
lution of Laplace’s equation. A,, is the complex amplitude
of m'" wave and given by A,, = a,,e'®m. Here, apm, W,
Em, and ¢,, are the m*" wave amplitude, frequency, wave-
number, and random phase, respectively, can be directly
obtained from wave spectrum. Eqn. 1 represents second-
order wave-wave interaction effects, capturing both sum-
frequency (wn, + wy) and difference-frequency (w, + wy,)
wave components. The double summation in Eqn. 1 is
computationally expensive, even for a moderate number,
N. Therefore, this equation can be expressed in single
summation and performed Inverse Fast Fourier Transform
(IFFT) to obtain time-domain wave elevation as described
in Agarwal and Manuel (2011). To demonstrate the effect
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Fig. 2. 1st and 2nd order contribution in wave elevation
shown in both time and frequency domains

of nonlinear waves, we simulated a JONSWAP spectra
irregular wave with a significant wave height of Hy = 3.1 m
and a peak period of T}, = 8.96 s with a cut-off frequency
of 0.3 Hz. Fig. 2 shows the wave elevation over a 750-900
s time window for visualization purposes, and the Power
Spectral Density (PSD) computed over the 500-9000 s
interval, excluding the initial transient period. While non-
linear effects are subtle in the time series, they are evident
in the PSD, especially at low and high frequencies. The 15¢-
order wave PSD drops at the cut-off ( 0.3 Hz) frequency,
while the 2"%-order wave captures extra energy beyond
the cut-off, due to sum-frequency effects, and enhances
the low-frequency range via difference-frequency contribu-
tions.

To ensure the accurate application of wave kinematics in
the Morison equation, precomputed wave kinematics are
interpolated at dynamically varying vertical positions (z)
as the structure moves. For instance, consider a floating
structure with two vertical columns connected by a pon-
toon, as shown in Fig. 3. For Column 1, wave kinematics
are initially computed at an undisplaced horizontal nodal
location = (e.g., * = —15) across a predefined vertical
range z (e.g., z = —35 to 15), with sufficient margin to
account for motion. During simulation, these precomputed
values are interpolated at each time step to evaluate wave
kinematics at updated z-positions, ensuring accurate hy-
drodynamic force calculations that reflect structural orien-
tation and motion. The horizontal nodal location (x) are
then iteratively updated based on the hydrodynamic loads
from the previous step, maintaining consistency between
structural motions and wave kinematics.
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Fig. 3. Representation of nodal points for calculating wave
kinematics

Wave Stretching and MCF correction In a simplified
modeling approach, wave kinematics and the resulting
wave loads are often evaluated up to the mean SWL. This
assumption can lead to inaccuracies in predicting wave
kinematics and in-line wave load, as it neglects the region
between the SWL and the instantaneous wave surface,
n(z,t). To accurately capture wave kinematics in this
region, wave stretching methods are employed. Common
techniques include: (1) Wheeler stretching (2) Vertical
stretching (3) Extrapolation stretching. As part of enhanc-
ing the hydrodynamic modeling capabilities, this study
implements vertical wave stretching - a straightforward
method that assumes the wave kinematics from the SWL
up to n(x,t) remain constant and equal to those at SWL
(z =0), as shown in Fig. 4.

Vertical Wave
Stretching

Fig. 4. Conceptual sketch of vertical wave stretching

In hydrodynamic modeling of large-diameter circular
cylinders - commonly used in offshore platforms - diffrac-
tion effects become significant when the ratio of cylinder
diameter (D) to wavelength (L) exceeds 0.2 (Faltinsen,
1993). To address diffraction effects in such cases, this
study adopts the MCF theory, which is particularly ef-
fective in accounting for diffraction in short-wavelength
regimes. The conventional Morison equation, which applies
a constant effective inertia coefficient, Cs (Car = 1+ Cg,
and C, is the added mass coefficient), often overpredicts
wave excitation loads (Wang et al., 2022a). MCF theory
addresses this limitation by modifying the constant effec-
tive inertia coefficient as follows:
4
Cuka) = s Tata) (2)
where k is the wave-number and « is the radius of circular
cylinder. A(ka) is given by:
A(ka) = J{* (ka) + Y{* (ka) (3)
Ji and Y{ are the derivative of the Bessel function of
the first kind of order 1 and derivative of the Bessel
function of the second kind of order 1 respectively. The

associated phase () is defined as a function of ka, a(ka) =
tan=*(Jj(ka)/Y{(ka)). This MCF correction is applied



specially during the calculation of transverse wave accel-
eration (1), and only for surface piercing vertical cylinder
or column. The modified wave acceleration (1/%°¢) is then
calculated as:

W}z, z, time) = Car (k)i (x, 2, time) (4)

It should be noted that the original equation for u(z, z, time)

remains unchanged. However, 4/*°¢(x, z,time) incorpo-
rates the phase («(ka)) introduced by the MCF theory.
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Fig. 5. Illustration of pontoon discretization and strip-
theory load distribution on different elements

Pontoon Load Discretization ~ We extend the strip the-
ory approach to model the hydrodynamics for any pon-
toon structure typically used in semi-submersible floating
platform e.g., VolturnUS-S, WindMoor Platforms. In our
previous work (Sarker et al., 2024a), we modeled pontoon
hydrodynamics as a single rigid body and lumped the loads
at the single center point located at the bottom face of the
pontoon. However, a single point calculation for a large
pontoon may not capture wave-induced loads accurately,
especially the vertical heave force, due to the spatial vari-
ation and phase difference of wave kinematics. In long-
wavelength case, part of the large pontoon might be in the
wave-crest region, while another part in the wave-trough
region. Therefore, to better study the loads distribution
along the pontoon, we divided the rigid pontoon into
multiple small rigid pontoon elements that accounts the
spatial variation in wave kinematics and results different
hydrodynamics loads at different pontoon elements. The
application of the load distribution is illustrated in Fig. 5.
In the current study, the pontoon of the VolturnUS-S semi-
submersible platform is divided into three small pontoons
with a length of 11.5 m of each element. It should be
worth mentioning that there’s no need to compute the
resultant loads from individual pontoon load contribu-
tions, as CRAFTS simulator inherently accounts for this
automatically.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

This section validates the enhanced hydrodynamic model-
ing of the VolturnUS-S floating platform, as implemented
in CRAFTS. The FOCAL experimental campaigns were
conducted at the Alfond Wind-Wave Ocean Engineering
Laboratory (W2) at the University of Maine, using a 1:70
Froude-scaled model of the FOWT. In both numerical
simulations and experimental tests, the X-axis is aligned
with the 0° wave heading, the Z-axis points vertically
upward, and the Y-axis is defined according to the right-
hand rule. In this study, irregular wave propagation is

considered at a 0° heading; therefore, only the significant
dynamic responses in surge, heave, and pitch are discussed.
Additionally, due to the platform’s geometric symmetry,
only surge, heave, and pitch motions are considered in the
free decay test.

8.1 Hydrodynamic Coefficients Calibration

A series of free decay tests are first conducted to calibrate
key hydrodynamic coeflicients, including added mass (C,),
quadratic drag (Cy), and additional linear damping (B).
These coefficients are calibrated through an automatic
tuning process using a Genetic Algorithm (GA) opti-
mization framework. The objective function is defined as:
J(.’I)) = Z Wy XiRMSE~ Where,

XRMSE = \/% ijyzl (X — XZXP)Q

x is the design variable vector of hydrodynamic coeffi-
cients. Index ¢ = 1,2,3 denotes surge, heave, and pitch,
w is the weight, and X is the time series response. Root-
Mean-Square-Error (RMSE) is computed between simula-
tion (X®M) and experimental (X°P) free decay data in
time domain. While the details of the optimization proce-
dure are beyond the scope of this study and will be pre-
sented in a separate publication. The optimization ensures
satisfactory reproduction of the natural periods and an
appropriate balance between linear (P) and quadratic (Q)
damping contributions in calm water. Additional linear
damping is introduced into the system to compensate for
the absence of radiation damping in the current Morison
equation. This additional damping improves agreement
with experimental data, particularly for small-amplitude
motions observed during free decay tests. The added mass
and drag coefficients are specific to each structural member
and direction, therefore, distinct sets of coefficients are
calibrated for each structural member and listed in Table
1. These decay-tuned values are directly applied in the
irregular wave simulations.

Table 1. Free decay tuned coefficients

Member Added mass Quadratic drag
Cat Caz Cdt Cdz
Column 1.50 0.12 2.09 2.23
Pontoon  0.11 1.87 1.84 4.96
Global linear damping, B
Surge, B11 Heave, B33 Pitch, Bss
Global  4.4E4 Ns/m 1.6E5 Ns/m  3.63E8 Nms/rad

3.2 Irreqular Wave Testing

This study aims to demonstrate the improved hydrody-
namic modeling of the FOWT under different wave con-
ditions by comparing numerical results with experimental
data. In the improved model, the platform is subjected
to second-order irregular wave excitation. The column
members are modeled using the MCF diffraction-corrected
approach with vertical wave stretching (VWS) enabled.
Additionally, each pontoon is subdivided into three equal
rigid elements, with hydrodynamic loads computed in-
dividually to account for the spatial variation of wave
kinematics. The CRAFTS simulation cases are categorized
as follows:

e Case 1: 1%%-order wave only
e Case 2: 2"?_order wave
e Case 3: 2™_order wave + VWS + MCF
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e Case 4: Case 3 + Pontoon load discretization

Fig. 6 shows the power spectral density (PSD) of the
surge, heave, and pitch responses of the VolturnUS-S
floating platform under Irregular Wave 1 (H; = 3.1,m,
T, = 8.96,s). The platform’s dynamic responses are pre-
dominantly influenced by two distinct frequency regions:
the wave-excitation frequency band, associated with first-
order wave loading, and the resonance frequency band,
resulting from nonlinear difference-frequency wave load-
ing. For quantitative comparison, these regions are cate-
gorized as low-frequency (LF) and wave-frequency (WF)
ranges. The LF range is defined as follows: surge—0.005
to 0.025, Hz, heave—0.02 to 0.055, Hz, and pitch—0.02 to
0.055,Hz. The WF range is defined as 0.06 to 0.15, Hz
for each response. These LF and WF ranges are also
highlighted by vertical dashed lines in Fig. 6 (left) to aid
visual interpretation.

Table 2. Summary of LF and WF PSD inte-
grals error (Irregular Wave 1)

Low-Frequency (LF) Wave-Frequency (WF)
Case Surge Heave Pitch | Surge Heave Pitch
Casel | -99%  -89%  -74% | -10% 31% 9%
Case 2 | -95% -58% -59% -10% 31% 10%
Case 3 8% -58%  -67% | -34% 31% 8.4%
Case 4 21% -67% -74% -32% 10% 6%

The incorporation of key hydrodynamic modeling en-
hancements improves agreement with experimental data
compared to the baseline modeling framework using the
1%t-order wave model. While the 1%-order model per-
forms reasonably well in the WF range, the inclusion of
27d_order wave kinematics significantly improves the LF
response—particularly in heave and pitch—by capturing
nonlinear difference-frequency loads that excite resonance
modes (Fig. 6). Pitch PSD analysis reveals that only the
1%t-order model can not capture the peak near the surge
natural frequency. Case 3, which includes VWS and MCF
diffraction corrections, significantly improves the LF surge
response. This improvement is also observed in the pitch
response due to the strong coupling between surge and

pitch motions. These enhancements primarily influence
the column members in the transverse direction, which
explains the limited impact on the heave response. Ad-
ditionally, vertical hydrodynamic loads are applied only
at structural ends (Fig. 1). However, in Case 3, the WF
surge response exhibits greater deviation from the experi-
ment data. This discrepancy arises from the nature of the
MCF correction. As discussed in Section 2.2.2, constant
added mass models tend to overpredict wave-excitation
loads, particularly at higher frequencies. The MCF model
mitigates this by reducing the effective inertia coefficient
as wave frequency increases (or wavelength decreases).
Finally, incorporating pontoon load distribution to ac-
count for spatial wave effects further improves agreement
with experimental data, particularly in the WF heave and
pitch responses (see Fig. 6, PSD and PSD integral plots).
However, a fine load distribution of pontoon may affect the
LF surge response. A summary of quantitative analysis on
error based on the PSD integrals is shown in Table 2.
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Another irregular wave case (Irregular Wave 2: Hy = 8.1m,
T, = 12.8s) representing a higher sea state is simulated
and compared with experimental data in Fig. 7. While the
LF range remains unchanged, the WF range is adjusted
to 0.05-0.15 Hz due to the larger peak period. As with
Irregular Wave 1, progressive modeling improvements from
Case 1 to Case 4 are evident in Fig. 7, although these
are not detailed here for brevity. Notably, the Morison
equation provides improved WF surge predictions in this
higher sea state. This improvement is due to the fact that,
at longer wavelengths (associated with higher sea states),
the Morison equation offers a better approximation. Anal-
ysis of the LF responses in Fig. 6 and Fig. 7, along with
the LF PSD integral errors shown in Table 2, reveals a
notable over- or under- prediction in surge, heave, and
pitch responses. This discrepancy can be attributed to
the direct use of decay-tuned damping coefficients in the
irregular wave simulations. While these coefficients are cal-
ibrated using free decay tests, they may not fully capture
the energy dissipation characteristics under irregular wave



testing. Recent studies suggest that damping coefficients
should be recalibrated based on specific wave conditions to
improve prediction accuracy (Wang et al., 2025). Although
this refinement is beyond the scope of the present work, the
authors intend to incorporate sea state-dependent damp-
ing calibration in future studies using optimization-based
approaches.

4. CONCLUSION

This study demonstrates the effectiveness of several en-
hancements in hydrodynamic modeling of FOWTs us-
ing Morison’s equation. By systematically incorporating
second-order wave kinematics, vertical wave stretching,
MacCamy—Fuchs diffraction correction, and spatially dis-
tributed pontoon loads, the model shows progressive im-
provement in capturing the FOWT’s dynamic responses
in both the wave-frequency and low-frequency ranges.
The inclusion of the second-order wave model signifi-
cantly improves low-frequency predictions, particularly for
heave and pitch motions, underscoring the importance of
nonlinear difference-frequency wave loads. Vertical wave
stretching further enhances wave kinematics by account-
ing for wave loads up to the instantaneous wave surface,
improving surge response accuracy. Additionally, the MCF
diffraction correction adjusts the added mass as a func-
tion of wavelength, mitigating the overprediction of wave-
excitation loads at high frequencies through wavelength-
dependent diffraction effects. The use of damping coeffi-
cients tuned from free decay tests introduces discrepan-
cies in irregular wave testing, particularly at low frequen-
cies, highlighting the need for sea-state-dependent damp-
ing calibration. Future work will address this issue using
optimization-based methods to further refine the model’s
fidelity.
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