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On Squat Correction of Bulk Carrier Draft Measurement

in Shallow Water Flow
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Abstract: In order to reduce the shortage of this paper analyses the influence of hull squat caused by
shallow water flow on the measurement of cargo by draft, with selective reference to the applicability of the cal-
culation formula brought forward by the Maneuvering Technique Committee of the 23rd ITTC. The applicable
calculation formulas for hull squat of different ship type parameters and the selecting methods and steps are
proposed for ship officers and surveyors.
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Fig.2 Comparison of the estimated and measured

hull squat of 100 000 tons M.V “D”
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Fig.3 Comparison of the estimated and measured

hull squat of 150 000 tons M.V “L”
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