Non-Gaussian Random Wave
Simulation by Two-Dimensional
Fourier Transform and Linear
Oscillator Response to Morison
Force

The one-dimensional fast Fourier transform (FFT) has been applied extensively to simu-
late Gaussian random wave elevations and water particle kinematics. The actual sea
elevations/kinematics exhibit non-Gaussian characteristics that can be represented math-
ematically by a second-order random wave theory. The elevations/kinematics formula-
tions contain frequency sum and difference terms that usually lead to expensive time-
domain dynamic analyses of offshore structural responses. This study aims at a direct and
efficient two-dimensional FFT algorithm for simulating the frequency sum terms. For the
[frequency-difference terms, inverse FFT and forward FFT are implemented, respectively,
across the two dimensions of the wave interaction matrix. Given specified wave condi-
tions, the statistics of simulated elevations/kinematics compare well with not only the
empirical fits but also the analytical solutions based on a modified eigenvalue/
eigenvector approach, while the computational effort of simulation is very economical. In
addition, the stochastic analyses in both time domain and frequency domain show that,
attributable to the second-order nonlinear wave effects, the near-surface Morison force
and induced linear oscillator response are more non-Gaussian than those subjected to
Gaussian random waves. [DOI: 10.1115/1.2783888]
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Introduction

In offshore engineering applications, the random sea surface is
usually modeled as a stationary Gaussian process by the linear
superposition of harmonic wave components [1]. The water par-
ticle kinematics (velocity and acceleration) in fluids follow Gauss-
ian distributions under the linear wave theory. Nevertheless, nu-
merous field observations and laboratory tests have shown that the
actual sea elevations tend to exhibit non-Gaussian characteristics.
The wave non-Gaussianities are particularly significant in a severe
sea state and in shallow water that is a non-negligible factor for
the safety considerations of offshore structures. It has been re-
ported by Stansberg [2] that nonlinear wave effects can cause the
extreme wave crest heights to increase by as much as 10-20% and
the extreme kinematics by about 30%, albeit the energy contribu-
tion of the second-order effects to the wave spectrum is small.

The early theoretical descriptions of wave nonlinearity using a
second-order correction can be traced to those by Tick [3],
Longuet-Higgins [4], and Hasselmann [5]. The successive devel-
opment of second-order random wave models may be found, to
name some, in Sharma and Dean [6], Huang et al. [7], Tayfun [8],
and Martinsen and Winterstein [9]. The established models have
resulted in many published works on the statistical analysis of the
nonlinear random wave elevations, while only limited literatures
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are available for the kinematics. For this reason, the authors will
utilize Langley’s [10] convenient eigenvalue/eigenvector ap-
proach, however, with some modifications.

To obtain more meaningful statistics of wave force and induced
structural response, either time- or frequency-domain stochastic
analyses may be applied. Time-domain Monte Carlo simulations
are used often because of the relatively less mathematical com-
plexity involved [11]. Owing to the rapid development of com-
puter technology, the Gaussian wave elevation and kinematics that
is a single summation of linear wave components can be easily
simulated with limited computational time today. It is true even if
the summation is performed by a conventional loop considering a
large number of frequency components to serve the central limit
theorem for a Gaussian realization. The matrix-vector multiplica-
tion technique (as well as the dot product of two vectors) embed-
ded in modern computer languages has replaced the performance
of time-consuming loops and allows one to save more CPU time
[12]. On the other hand, thanks to the efficient fast Fourier trans-
form (FFT) algorithm developed in 1960s, the Gaussian elevation/
kinematics may be obtained numerically within a few seconds.
The numerical simulation procedures based on one-dimensional
inverse transform of Fourier coefficients were presented by Borg-
man [13] and have been widely applied in offshore engineering.

It appears not that straightforward when dealing with the non-
linear wave simulations. The frequency sum and difference terms
that contain double summations over bifrequencies increase the
computer work dramatically. This problem becomes more serious
when a large number of components are required to capture the
reliable higher-order statistics of wave force and structural re-
sponse [14]. Also, in order to remove sampling uncertainty, doz-
ens or even hundreds of realizations need to be generated [11,15].
In addition, the total wave force on a slender cylinder of an off-
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shore platform, for instance, demands the integration over local
Morison forces at various underwater locations. All these impede
the implementation of stochastic analysis through time-domain
simulations. Hudspeth and Chen [16] extended the one-
dimensional Fourier transform to simulate the non-Gaussian
waves by correcting the Fourier coefficients in terms of wave
interaction matrices. In reality, such a correction on Fourier coef-
ficients still involves summations over frequencies and costs com-
puter time to some extent. The similar approach, especially de-
signed for the deep-water non-Gaussian wave simulations, was
suggested by Stansberg [17]. In the deep-water case, the nonlinear
interaction matrix reduces into a much simpler form termed as
quadratic transfer function (QTF) [17] that allows the frequency-
difference terms to be calculated along the secondary diagonal of
the QTF matrix.

For the more general cases of finite water depth, this study
adopts two-dimensional fast Fourier transform to simulate the
nonlinear portions of not only wave elevation but also kinematics.
The numerical efficiency demonstrated is ensured by the FFT al-
gorithm, as revealed by the bi- and trispectral analyses of nonlin-
ear Morison drag effects on an offshore structure [14]. The simu-
lated higher-order statistics of wave elevations are validated by
comparing analytical solutions as well as existing empirical fits.
Also, the developed two-dimensional FFT technique will be ap-
plied to do non-Gaussian realizations of water particle kinematics
and associated Morison force. The extended comparative studies
will examine the difference between the linear and second-order
nonlinear random wave theories when the response time history of
a linear oscillator driven by Morison force is computed.

Statistical Analysis of Elevations/Kinematics

In this section, we follow Langley [10] to obtain analytically
the cumulants of non-Gaussian wave elevations/kinematics. The
originally proposed approach was for wave elevations only but
applicable to the water particle velocities as well, while for the
water particle accelerations, some necessary modifications are re-
quired. Considering the unidirectional wave propagation in a two-
dimensional Cartesian plane, the first-order random wave eleva-
tion 7, horizontal water particle velocity u;, and acceleration a;
in the water of a finite depth d have the following linear superpo-
sition forms [10,13]:

N
mx,10) = 2 (a, cos 6,+ b, sin 6,) (1)
n=1
N
uy(x,z.1) = X R,(2)(a, cos 6, +b, sin 6,) )
n=1
N
ay(x,z,t) = E w,R,(z)(-a,sin 6, + b, cos 6,) (3)

n=1

where x is the coordinate for wave propagation direction; z is the
vertical coordinate positive upward for measuring the submerged
locations below the still water level (SWL); R,(z)=w, cosh k,(z
+d)/sinh k,d is the linear transfer function for velocity; w, is the
discrete angular wave frequency and k, the wave number, com-
puted by the wave dispersion equation (w,)*= gk, tanh(k,d), with
g being the gravity constant and d being the water depth measured
from the seabed to the SWL; phase 6,=—k,x+ w,t; N is number of
one-sided harmonic wave components; @, and b, are discrete
Gaussian random variables if 7, is assumed to be stationary and
Gaussian [10]. These two random variables have the following
properties:

Ela;]=E[b;]= 5, (0,)Aw )
Ela,a,]=0 Elbb,]=0 n#m (5)

328 / Vol. 129, NOVEMBER 2007

Ela,b,]=0 (6)

where S,h(w) is the specified one-sided wave spectrum for Gauss-
ian waves and Aw is a discrete frequency interval, E[ ] is the
expectation operator. Assuming that the wave propagation is ho-
mogeneous in space, x may be set to be zero for simplicity. Intro-
ducing c§=a§+bi and @,=w,t+ ¢, with ¢,=tan"'(=b,/a,):

N
m(1) =2, ¢, cos(e,) (7)
n=1
N
u(z,0) = ) R, (2)e, cos(e,) (8)
n=1
N
a\(z.0) =~ D) w,R,(2)e, sin(g,) 9)

n=1

The second-order nonlinear portions of random wave elevations
and kinematics are [3-9]

N N
7]2(t) = E 2 Cncm[vnm COS((Pn + ‘pm) + Wy COS(‘Pn - (Pm)]
n=1 m=1
(7")
N N
MZ(Z’I) = 2 E Cncm[pnm COS(‘Pn + QDm) + Gum COS((pn - (Pm)]
n=1 m=1
(8)
N N
ay(@1) = 25 D ¢l SIN(@, + 9) + L sin(9, = ¢,)]
n=1 m=1
9"

One of the wide-banded models considering the finite water depth
d was suggested by Sharma and Dean [6]. In Egs. (7'), (8'), and
9"), V> Woms Prms Gumo> Jjnm» and 1, are the nmth entries of
respective interaction matrices. They were given as follows:

1| Dy, — (kykyy = rr)
Oun =7 e g, + T,

N,

1| D, — (kk,, +r,r,
Wnn1=_|: o (Jn = . m)+rﬂ+rm] (10)
4 \““rnrm
_ gDy, (k, + k,)cosh &y, (d + 2)
Prm= 40,0, (w, + w,)cosh k!, h
gzD;tm(kn - km)COSh k;m(d + Z)
Gnm = (1 1)

4w,0,(w, - v,)cosh k,, h

jnm == pnm(wn + wm) lnm == qnm(wn - w/n) (12)

where
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Dt

N 2 .2 T2 2 ., [ _
- (Vrn i V’rnl)[vrnz(kn - r"l) i Vrn(km - rl}'l)] + Z(V’rn i \‘rm)z(knkm + rnrm)

nm

ke =lk, £k, r,=wilg

nm ™~

It can be seen that all interaction matrices are symmetric about n
and m except for [/,,. For example, p,,,=p, and l,,,=—1,,,. In
addition, w,,,, g, and 1, are zeros if n=m. Hence, only the
velocity and acceleration are considered. For wave elevations,
R,(z) may be set unity and replace p,,, and g,,, with v, and w,,,,

respectively.
Combine Egs. (8) and (8’), the total velocity is expressed as
u(z,t) =uy(z,1) + uy(z,1) (13)
that in matrix notation is given by
u(z,t) =M x” +x[Q + P]x" + y[Q — Py’ (14)

where P and Q are symmetric matrices whose nmth entries are
SpSmDlnm a0d $,8,,q,m; M is a row vector with the nth element
equal to 5,R,(2), 5,=/S, (0,)Aw; X and y are row vectors with
nth entries equal to x,=c, cos(¢,)/s, and y,=c, sin(@,)/s,; X" is
the transpose of x. x,, and y, are then standard Gaussian variables
with the same properties as a, and b,. Equation (14) may be
reduced to

u(z,1) =[M 0][x y]"+[x yI[D][x y]" (15)
where 0 is a one by n zero row vector; D is the following matrix:
+P 0
D= Q
0 Q-P

Note that the matrix D is real and symmetric and consequently its
diagonalized form is

(16)

D=P, A, P] (17)
where A, is a diagonal matrix of the real eigenvalues \, of D,
n=1,2,...,2N; Py is the matrix of which the columns are ortho-

normal eigenvectors of D, viz., PIP{=I. I is an identity matrix
with dimensions 2N X 2N. It follows that u is simply given by

2N

u(z,t) = E Xn (18a)
n=1

Xo = BoX, + N,X, (18b)

where X, is the nth entry of [x y]Py; B, is the nth entry of the
vector-matrix multiplication [M 0]P;. The orthonormality of
eigenvectors results in

E[X]=1 E[X,X,]=0 n#m (19)

such that random variables X,, are standard Gaussian and are mu-
tually independent. It follows that u is the sum of quadratic non-
Gaussian variables y,, Eq. (18a). The first four cumulants are
given as follows [10]:

2N
K=\, (20)
n=1
2N
Ki= > 2N+ B2 (21)
n=1
2N
Ki= > (8\}+682\,) (22)

n=1
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— J—
(\Vr, = \r,)? =k, tanh k%, d

2N
Ki= 480\ + B\))

n=1

(23)

The first two cumulants correspond to mean and variance (0'5),
respectively. Skewness and kurtosis excess are normalized third-
and fourth-order cumulants:

u__ puy 3 u_ puy 4
K3=Kslo, Kk,=Kylo,

The kurtosis excess is also defined as kurtosis minus 3. Thus, for
a Gaussian random variable, the kurtosis excess is 0. Because the
trace of matrix D is zero, the sum of eigenvalues is also zero and
this implies that u has a zero mean (Eq. (20)). It is also noted that
the kurtosis excess of velocity is always non-negative.

According to Egs. (9) and (9'), the total horizontal water par-
ticle acceleration is

a(zt) = a\(z,1) + ay(z.1) (24)
Analogous to u, a can be expressed in matrix notation as
a(z,t)=G yT+x[H+ L]y" + y[H - L]x” (25)

where H is a symmetric matrix of which the nmth entry is
SpSmfnms While L is a skew-symmetric matrix whose nmth entry is
SpSmlum and G is a row vector whose nth element is —s,w,R,(z).
Different from the cases of u and 7, the frequency-difference
coefficient matrix [H—-L] is not symmetric about m and n and the
following formulation is thus introduced:

a(z,))=[0 G][x y]" + [x yl[Allx y]"
where matrix A is
{ 0 H- L]
A =
H+L 0

where A is symmetric and has the same property as matrix D. The
diagonalization leads to

(26)

(27)

A=P, A, P! (28)
where matrix A, contains the eigenvalues g, of A (n
=1,2,...,2N) along its main diagonal and P, is the orthonormal

eigenvector matrix of A. Similar to u, a is the sum of 2N quadratic
transformations of independent and standard Gaussian variables:

2N
a(z,t) = E (LnYn + SnYi)

n=1

(29)

where t, is the nth entry of [0 G]P,; random variable Y, is the nth
entry of [x y]P,. Applying Egs. (20)—(23), the fist four cumulants
can be calculated by replacing B, with ¢, and by replacing \,, with
g,,. Considering that matrix A possesses a zero trace, the mean of
a is zero as well. In addition, it may be shown that the 2N eigen-
values of matrix A have the property that &,=—¢&p,_, and cor-
respondingly |t,|=|¢yny 1| SO that the third-order cumulant of a is
2N
K=, (88 +6:2,)=0

n=1

(30)

implying that the skewness of horizontal particle acceleration a is
identically equal to zero.

The first four cumulants of the kinematics from Egs. (20)—(23)
are useful for the polynomial approximation of the Morison drag
force that is necessary for the frequency-domain stochastic analy-
sis of structural responses [18]. The cumulant spectral analysis
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method has been developed [ 18] to estimate efficiently the power,
bi-, and trispectra and the associated variance, skewness, and kur-
tosis excess of the total wave force and induced deck displace-
ment for an idealized monopod jack-up platform.

To take into account the varying surface induced inundation
effects [19,20] for the structural superharmonic response, the non-
linear portion of kinematics needs further corrections, especially
for the zone above the SWL. Several wave stretching/
extrapolation methods have been recommended for this problem
and a comparative study was conducted for the laboratory mea-
surements of steep waves [21]. On the other hand, without cor-
recting the nonlinear kinematics, the wave inundation effects may
also be modeled [18,20] by adding an extra wave load around the
SWL to the total force that is integrated from z=-d to the SWL
only. In this case, the formulations of kinematics in Egs. (13)—(24)
are valid for z=<0.

Fast Fourier Transform Simulation of Elevation/
Kinematics

One-Dimensional Inverse Fast Fourier Transform/Fast Fou-
rier Transform Simulation. In time-domain simulation, the train
of linear random wave elevations of overall M number of time
steps can be expressed according to Eq. (7) by

N-1

mty) =2 cycos(wty+d,) h=0,1, ...
n=0

M—-1 (31)

where r,=hAt, At is a discrete time step. In the deterministic
spectral amplitude simulation (Rice [1] and Borgman [13]), ¢, is

computed as
Cp= \/ZS”l(wn)Aa)

and the phase ¢, is a sequence of uniformly distributed random
numbers in the interval [0,27). Equation (31) may be rewritten as

(32)

N-1

() = Re[E (cne"‘;’")e"mhw] h=0,1,....M-1 (33)

n=0

where i is the imaginary unit and Re[ ] denotes the real part of a
complex value inside the square brackets.

While applying the discrete Fourier transform (DFT), M is usu-
ally equal to N, a number chosen to be an integer power of 2 for
the fast implementation of FFT algorithm. The familiar wave
simulation based on the inverse fast Fourier transform (IFFT) is
by the following expression [13]:

i N
n(t,) = v Re|: > cne"”("-“(h-“’N] h=12,....,N (34)

n=1

where the complex Fourier coefficients are computed as

1 . N
C,=N\/ZS, (w)Awe'® n=2,.. —
2.7 2

and Cy,p_, = C,

n

(35a)

N
n=5+2,...,N (35D)
where the asterisk “+” denotes complex conjugate. The discrete
sequence of wave elevations is then obtained by synthesizing the
IFFT of sequence C,,, according to

m(t,) =IFFT(C,) hn=12,....N (36)

Equation (35a) implies that the two-sided spectrum is invoked and
that the Nyquist frequency is at n=N/2+1. In other words, if the
number of sequence time points is N, the discrete Fourier series
representation in the above IFFT procedures involves N/2 har-
monic components, i.e.,
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NI2
771(1) =Cot 2 Cn cos(wnt + ¢n)

n=1

(37)

To decrease At or to remove the high-frequency effect, the Fourier
coefficients in Egs. (35a) and (35b) are often padded with trailing
zeros. In this case, the number of nonzero-amplitude components
will be fewer than N/2.

Alternatively, Eq. (33) may be rewritten as

N-1

(1) = Re|: 2 (cne"i¢/')e"i2""’7/N] h=0,1,...,N-1

n=0
(38)

that indicates that the sequence of wave elevations is the direct
Fourier transform of the following coefficients:

C,=c,e = \,’ZSUI(wn)Awe’i"&" n=0,1,....N-1 (39)
ie.,
() =Re[FFT(C,)] h,n=0,....N-1 (40)

Different from the IFFT procedures in Egs. (34)—(37), the one-
sided wave spectrum is applied in Eq. (39). Because AtAf=1/N,
for the same N and the same cutoff frequency, the frequency reso-
lution Af of the forward FFT realization in Eq. (40) will be two
times finer than that of IFFT in Eq. (36), which in turn makes Az
two times coarser.

To simulate the Gaussian velocity and acceleration, replace the
wave spectrum S,,l(w) by the following velocity and acceleration
power spectra, respectively:

Sul(zv w,) = |R,1(Z)|ZS,7] (wn)

Say(z,) = @8, (z,0,)

where R,(z) is defined following Eq. (3). The sequence of accel-
eration corresponds to the imaginary part of IFFT/FFT simulation.

Two-Dimensional Fast Fourier Transform Simulation. It can
be seen in Egs. (7'), (8’), and (9') that the frequency sum and
difference terms of the nonlinear random wave elevation and ki-
nematics contain double summations over frequency components.
In the following, it will be shown that these double summations
can be realized numerically by two-dimensional fast Fourier trans-
forms rather than conventional lengthy loops. First, let us consider
the general two-dimensional M X N forward DFT and inverse
DFT pair [22]

N-1 M-1
Fr) =S fln,m)e2mhiNg-2mmrim k=0,....N-1
0 w0 r=0,....M-1
(41)
IR 0,....N—1
. . n=0,...,N—
, - F h, i27nh/N i27mr/M ’ ’
flo,m) NME_’E_: (h,r)eTe m=0,... M1
h=0 r=0
(42)

Matrices F(h,r) and f(n,m) are computed by the two-dimensional
FFT/IFFT that is denoted as “FFT2” herein

F(h,r) =FFT2[f(n,m)] f(n,m)=1FFT2[F(h,r)] (43)

that is equivalent to calculating separately FFT/IFFT of each di-
mension of the input matrices [22]:

F(h,r) = FFT{FFT,[f(n,m)]} (44)

Sf(n,m) =1FFT,{IFFT[F(h,r)]} (45)

where the RHS of Eq. (44), for instance, indicates that the one-
dimensional FFT is performed firstly column by column (m for
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column) for the input matrix f(n,m), the result of which is then
treated by one-dimensional FFT row by row (n for row). There-
fore, the FFT subroutine is called for N X M times. Certainly, the
order of n and m can be exchanged without changing the output
matrix F(h,r).

The frequency sum term of the nonlinear elevations in Eq. (7')
can be rewritten in the discrete form

N-1 N-1
ﬂ;(fh) =Re 2 E (CnCmv"me-i¢,,e—i¢m)e-izwnh/Ne—izmnh/N
n=0 m=0
h=0,...,N-1 (46)

Compared with Eq. (41), obviously hA=r. Thus, the vector se-
quence 75(t,) is exactly the real part of the diagonal entries of the
two-dimensional FFT output matrix, namely,
F(h.r) = FFT2[f*(n.m)] h=0,....N-1
= B0, N-1
(47)
75 (1) =Re[F(h,r)|,=,] h=0,....N-1
where the frequency sum wave interaction matrix is (Eq. (46))

n=0,...,N—

48
m=0,...,N-1 (“48)

FH(n,m) = ¢,¢, 0 e Pre” P

Similarly, the frequency-difference term of elevation is express-
ible in the following discrete form:

N-1 N-1
775([}1) = Re|:2 2 (Cncmwnmei¢”e_i¢m)ei2Wlh/Ne_iz‘nmh/N
n=0 m=0
h=0,....N-1 (49)
that may be expanded to
N-1 [ N-1
7 (1) =Re 12 E (NC,.Coy Wy oin e—idzm) o~ i2mmhIN | ji2mmhiN
Nn:O m=0
h=0,...,N-1 (50)
Denote the frequency-difference wave interaction matrix as
i, i n=0,... N-1
f‘_(n’m) = cncmwnme ne " m= 0 N— 1 (5])
then
1 N-1 [ N-1
7(t) =N Re _2 E £ (n,m)e~2mmhIN | gi2mhiN
Nn=0 m=0
h=0,....N-1 (52)
Following Egs. (44) and (45), we have
h=0,...,N-1
F(h,r) =IFFT {FFT,[f (n,m)]}
r=0,....N—-1
(53)

7(ty) = NRe[F(h,r)|-,] h=0,...,N-1

where the desired frequency-difference sequence 7;(t,) is the real
part of the diagonal elements of the two-step FFT/IFFT output
matrix times N. Unlike the frequency sum term that may rely on
the direct application of available double FFT subroutines, the
frequency-difference sequence has be to calculated by computing
FFT and IFFT, respectively, across the two dimensions in Eq. (53)
with only negligible extra computations.

The above procedures are applicable to simulating nonlinear
kinematics as well. The sequence of acceleration corresponds to
the imaginary part of the diagonal entries.

Journal of Offshore Mechanics and Arctic Engineering

Results and Discussions

The procedures developed above are applied to a case that was
treated in a previous work [12]. The wave conditions were speci-
fied by a JONSWAP wave spectrum with significant wave height
Hg=12.9 m, water depth d=75m, peak wave frequency o,
=0.417 rad/s, and peak enhancement factor y=3.3. Based on the
second-order random wave model in Egs. (7), (8'), and (9'), as
many as 180 realizations are generated; each realization corre-
sponds to a storm of 20 min duration. Thus, these realizations can
be grouped into sets of 9 to yield 20 sample functions; each
sample function is a 3 h storm. The simulations utilize N=2048
and the frequency resolution Aw=0.00511 rad/s. Because nonlin-
ear wave-wave interactions contribute to the high-frequency en-
ergy in the measured wave spectrum and the high-frequency en-
ergy will induce excessive extreme values of waves, it is
important to set a maximum frequency w,,, for the simulations.
Forristall [23] recommended that w,,,, applied for frequency sum
calculations be four to five times w),, while Stansberg [15] sug-
gested kaxAexi<2; the wave number k,,, corresponds to @,
and Ay, is the expected extreme wave crest for linear random
wave theory.

Zhang et al. [24], and Yang and Zhang [25] reported that the
second-order nonlinear random theory [3-9] derived based on the
conventional perturbation method is applicable to a narrow-
banded wave spectrum only and may have a serious divergence
problem in calculating water particle kinematics if the bandwidth
of wave spectrum is broad. Zhang et al. [24] employed phase
modulation method to formulate a hybrid wave model such that
the statistics of calculated wave kinematics is not sensitive to
wnax- Here, the peak enhancement factor of JONSWAP spectrum
y=3.3 describes a moderately narrow bandwidth and we have
limited wave-wave interactions below the w,,,, value as suggested
by Stansberg. Consequently, problems of excessive wave/
kinematics extremes and divergences will not appear.

Once the nonlinear random velocity and acceleration are simu-
lated, the Morison force per unit length on a slender member can
be computed from

fzt)=fi+ fp=CyAa(z,0) + CpApu(z,Dlu(z,n)|  (54)

where A;= wp(Deq)2/4 and Ap=pD,.y/2; p is water density; D is
the equivalent diameter of the circular member; C,, and Cp are
inertia and drag coefficients, respectively. Note that our focus is
on the nonlinear random wave effects. The wave-structure inter-
action effects that can be taken alternatively into account by ad-
justing the oscillator damping is not included in Eq. (54). Apply-
ing the standard time integration procedures, the displacement
sequence of the following linear oscillator driven by Morison
force is obtained:

MY + CY +KY = f(z,1) (55)
The frequency response function of this linear system is

M(wg - W+ 2ifwyw)

where M is the oscillator mass, w, is the free-vibration fre-
quency, and & the damping ratio.

The FFT-based computation is so efficient that no more than
10 s is required for simulating an individual sequence of the non-
linear wave elevations. It is much more efficient than the realiza-
tion using matrix-vector multiplications for the same N and Aw
that needs approximately 50 min. Numerically, the one-
dimensional FFT is a process of O(N log, N) multiplications that
surpasses the standard double-loop approach, a process of O(N?)
multiplications. Practical computations demonstrate that the dif-
ference of computing time in these two processes is even smaller
than (log, N)/N. Therefore, the two-dimensional FFT scheme pro-
posed for second-order wave/kinematics simulations will further
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Table 1 Skewness (x3;) and kurtosis excess (x;) of random
wave elevations

Table 2 The mean of extreme wave crests (3 H storms)

Al oy
K3 Ky (6,=3.25 m)
(a) 0.1892 0.0545 Predicted by Rayleigh distribution, Eq. (59) 3.851
(b) 0.1867 0.0575 Linear random waves (FFT simulation) 3.480
(c) 0.1993 0.1191 Nonlinear random waves (2D FFT/IFFT simulation) 4.182
(d) 0.1972 0.0535 Winterstein’s model 4337
(e) 0.1668 0.0461 Empirical prediction by Kriebel and Dawson 4.273
) . — 0.577
outperform the standard triple-loop approach that when taking Apax=V2In Ny 1 + TInN (59)
nNg

into account the symmetries of frequency sum and difference
terms in Egs. (7"), (8'), and (9') is a O[N*(1+N/2)] computa-
tional process.

In Table 1, the higher-order moments of interest, skewness and
kurtosis excess, of the non-Gaussian surface elevations are pre-
sented. The comparative study includes

(a) the analytical solutions in Egs. (22) and (23)

(b) the average of the FFT simulations

(c) the parametric model by Vinje and Haver [26] who de-
rived the coefficient of skewness «7 based on second-
order Stokes’ expansion

«7=34.4H/gT,

and the coefficient of kurtosis excess in terms of skew-
ness

«]l=3(x?)?

(d) the empirical fit by Winterstein and Jha [27] who made a
correction on the kurtosis excess of wave elevations con-
sidering the effects of finite water depth d

H,
k)= (54570 + {exp[7.41(dIL,) ) - 1))
P

(57)

where L, is the wave length corresponding to 7,; T,
=27/w
(e)  deep-water analytical solutions (d— )

Fits (c) and (d) have been found to agree well with in-field
measured data by lasers.

It is worth mentioning that analytical solutions computed by the
eigenvalue/eigenvector approach require only a limited number of
frequency components (80, say) to yield accurate values of skew-
ness and kurtosis excess.

Table 1 demonstrates that analytically, numerically, and empiri-
cally obtained higher-order moments of wave elevations agree
well for the intermediate-depth water; see (a)—(d). The kurtosis
excess given by Vinje and Haver [26] is almost twice the other
three cases because they included the contribution of third-order
Stokes’ wave effects. By contrast, the deep-water statistics appear
smaller, implying the more weakly non-Gaussian waves. Thus,
employing deep-water models will underestimate the higher-order
statistics of non-Gaussian waves in shallow water. Another impor-
tant parameter affecting the wave non-Gaussian characteristics is
the specified wave height [12].

Table 2 presents the 3 h mean extreme wave crests normalized
by the standard deviation (0',7) of elevations. The analytical o, is
calculated by Eq. (21). The simulated result is the average of all
sample functions. For Gaussian waves, it is known that the largest
amplitude approaches closely to Rayleigh distribution and the ex-

pected mean extreme of crests is estimated as
Aext = O-nAmax (58)

where

332 / Vol. 129, NOVEMBER 2007

where N, is the number of wave amplitudes, usually calculated by
T/T,; T is duration of wave storm in seconds and T is the zero-
crossing period. For the non-Gaussian wave, once its first four
moments are analytically computed (Egs. (20)—(23)), the mean
extreme of crests may be estimated applying Winterstein’s nonlin-
ear functional transformation [28]:

Aext = KO-W[Amax + hS(A2max - 1) + h4(Ai1ax - 3Amax)] (60)

where K, hs3, and h,4 are polynomial coefficients solved by equat-
ing mean, variance, skewness, and kurtosis [28]. The cubic trans-
formation in Eq. (60) is required to be monotonic. Another simple
method to empirically predict the mean extreme crest of non-
Gaussian waves was proposed by Kriebel and Dawson [29]:

Aexl=Amax(] +0-5kpAmax) (61)

where k, is the wave number corresponding to the peak frequency.
It can be observed from Table 2 that the simulated mean extremes
compare well with the analytical results, though the simulated
values appear slightly smaller. The extreme crest predicted by
Kriebel and Dawson is rather close to Winterstein’s, both of which
are around 11.5% higher than the estimation from the Rayleigh
distribution. For the effects of wave steepness and sampling vari-
ability on the wave extremes, see Stansberg [15].

Figure 1 shows the skewness and kurtosis excess of horizontal
water particle velocities u(z,7) as a function of depth z: Analytical
solutions versus simulation results. The agreement is seen to be
good. The non-Gaussian characteristics of u are significant in the
zone near the still water surface and attenuate rapidly with z, due
to the exponential functions in wave-wave interaction matrices.
As z approaches the sea bottom z=-d, the kurtosis excess of the
drag term u|u| is fairly close to 8.6667, a value corresponding to
case that u is Gaussian. Thus, in Monte Carlo simulations, the
linear random wave theory can be employed to calculate the dis-
tributed Morison forces near the sea bottom. Note also that the

0 T : e — -
-10t 't !
H
-20F 4 ]
H
L ! 1
=4 i —Analytical skewness
e 40k E ---Analytical kurtosis i
N 1 ¢ Simulated skewness
50t = Simulated kurtosis i
-60F o
_70} ]
_80 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

-04 02 0 02 04 06 08 1 1.2

Fig. 1 Skewness and kurtosis excess of velocity attenuate
with z
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—Linear random wave
===Nonlinear random wave

Fig. 2 Power spectrum of Morison force (at z=-3 m)

skewness of surface elevation is positive (Table 1), while the ve-
locity skewness is negative. This has been reported by Hu [30] for
the deep-water case. Hence, when the non-Gaussian velocity u is
expanded as the cubic polynomials of Gaussian velocity u;, e.g.,
Ref. [12],

2 3
e w(z)m(z)wm@[w] +C3(Z)[u1<z,z>]

iy uy iy

(62)

the second-degree polynomial coefficient c,(z) is negative be-
cause of the third-order cumulant of velocity, i.e.,

K4 =26,[3(cy + 6¢3)% + 4¢3 +27¢3] (63)

It turns out that the skewness of Morison drag term is negative as
well and the probability distribution of Morison force tends to be
left skewed [12]. Later in Table 4, the induced linear oscillator
displacement will be shown to have a negative skewness too.

A jack-up platform (with the natural frequency w,
=0.848 rad/s) considered in a previous study [20] is modeled as a
linear oscillator. The damping ratio is 0.07 that includes the struc-
tural, wave-structure interaction and soil foundation effects. We
investigate here the displacement response of the oscillator when
driven by a local Morison force 3 m below the SWL. The oscil-
lator mass is assumed to be 1000 kg. The equivalent drag and
inertia coefficients used to calculate Morison force are, respec-
tively, 3.25 and 1.60 and the equivalent diameter of platform legs
is 1.97 m. Figures 2 and 3, respectively, show the power spectra
of force and oscillator displacement. Compared with the linear
random wave case, the second-order wave effects result in small

800 T r : -
H —Linear random wave

===Nonlinear random wave

Table 3 Cumulants of Morison force (z=-3 m)

ol

Fig. 3 Power spectrum of oscillator displacement

Journal of Offshore Mechanics and Arctic Engineering

35 4

Mean (N) Variance (N?)  Skewness  Kurtosis excess
(FL) 0 2.0997E+02 0 6.7787
(TL) 7.0709E-03  2.0867E+02  3.5869E-05 6.3222
(FNL) —6.8290E-01  2.5234E+02 -1.5743 11.8701
(TNL)  —7.0969E-01  2.5059E+02 —1.4994 10.7292

increases for the frequencies higher than w, in the force spectrum
that in turn, however, causes the oscillator’s resonant response at
wy=2w), to be amplified by about 15% (Fig. 3). Without the
second-order nonlinear wave effects, the contribution to the reso-
nance at 2w, arises from drag nonlinearity only. Therefore, appar-
ently the drag nonlinearity becomes stronger due to the wave non-
linearities. This result can be also supported by looking into the
higher-order statistics of both force and oscillator response in
Tables 3 and 4.

In the two tables, the first four cumulants (mean, variance,
skewness, and kurtosis excess) of four cases are compared:

(A) frequency-domain cumulant spectral analysis. Linear ran-
dom wave theory (FL)

(B) FFT time simulations. Linear random wave theory (TL)

(C) frequency-domain cumulant spectral analysis. Second-
order nonlinear random wave theory (FNL)

(D) FFT/IFFT time simulations. Second-order nonlinear ran-
dom wave theory (TNL)

The following observations can be made: (1) The simulated
results compare well with the frequency-domain solutions, espe-
cially for mean and variance values. For kurtosis excess, the
frequency-domain analysis produces slightly higher estimations.
(2) Due to second-order wave effects, variance increases are re-
markable, by around 25% for the force and by around 19% for the
oscillator displacement. (3) The force and displacement skewness
are no longer zeros, because of the negative velocity skewness
aforementioned. (4) For the case of nonlinear random waves, the
Morison force exhibits a much stronger non-Gaussian behavior by
a significantly higher kurtosis excess. (5) The kurtosis excess of
oscillator response gains significant increase too, though this kur-
tosis excess is much lower than that of wave force due to linear
filtering effects. (6) The stronger non-Gaussian behavior of oscil-
lator response for the case of nonlinear random waves can be
noticed also by looking into the response mean extremes (Y, in
the last column of Table 4: Compared to the linear Gaussian wave
case, the simulated Y.y, is about 15% higher and rather close to
the prediction based on the first four moments obtained in the
frequency domain and nonlinear transformations (Egs. (59) and

(60)).

Conclusion

Based on second-order nonlinear random wave theories, an
analytical method is developed in this study to statistically esti-
mate the cumulants of non-Gaussian wave elevations and kine-
matics. To solve the time-consuming numerical simulation prob-
lem incurred by the double-summation frequency sum and

Table 4 Cumulants and extremes of oscillator displacement

Kurtosis
Mean (cm)  Varianc (cm?) Skewness excess Y, (cm)
(FL) 0 21.9136 0 1.8130 28.275
(TL) 2.1091E-03 22.3940 0.0022 1.7302  28.607
(FNL) _-9.4938E—-02 26.4359 —0.0843 2.8790  34.222
(TNL) —9.7044E—-02 26.8097 —0.1110 2.5084 32919
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difference terms, an efficient approach applying two-dimensional
FFT techniques is proposed. The comparisons conducted demon-
strate that the simulated results of wave elevations, including
higher-order moments and mean extreme crests, agree well with
not only analytical solutions but also empirical fits. The favorable
agreement is also observed for horizontal water particle kinemat-
ics by comparing the simulated and analytical cumulants. In ad-
dition, the stochastic response of a linear oscillator driven by a
near-surface Morison force is examined by comparing its power
spectra, first four moments, and mean extremes for the cases of
linear and nonlinear random waves. Again it is found that both the
wave force and the oscillator displacement obtained by simula-
tions compare well with those from a previously developed
frequency-domain method [14]. It is pointed out that the nonlin-
earity of near-surface wave forces is stronger by involving the
second-order wave effects and the non-Gaussianity of induced
oscillator response is more pronounced than resultant from drag
nonlinearity only.
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