Mail and Response from Mark Grosenbaugh Jan. 2002

Dear Mark,

I have worked up a comparison of all the modeling data worked up to date. The purpose is to be able to make AB comparisons between the subsurface float and the no subsurface float designs. It has been a little difficult collecting directly comparable data due to changing parameters as the design has evolved, however I have made progress.

There are several gaps that I would like to fill but my immediate need - and a major gap - is to get the mean and maximum tension data (surface, subsurface float and anchor) for the 90% (design) condition for the mooring configuration known as "Benthic design w/subsurface sphere" (Appendix 1) in your "MOOS mooring candidates" report.

Here is a copy of the input file you sent for reference.
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I also would benefit greatly from a copy of the second email with the .mat files you sent Mark Greise after the message below:

"

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Grosenbaugh [mailto:mgrosenbaugh@whoi.edu] 

Sent: Thursday, June 14, 2001 2:59 PM

To: Greise, Mark

Cc: wpaul@whoi.edu

Subject: RE: MBARI Riser Cable for Test Mooring

Mark,

I am attaching a bunch of Matlab m-files to this email and associated 

mat-files in a second email to follow that summarize my analysis of the 

Benthic Design. I also attached the WHOI Cable input files for the 4000 and 

1800 meter designs.

"
Mark Griese never forwarded me the second email with the .mat file outputs from the modeling runs. Do you still have a copy of this message you can forward?

A final request, can I get the input files for the lastest modeling results you sent, plot files "Modified_Benthic_wo.doc and Modified2_Benthic_wo.doc"?

Any m-files you want to send that I can use as examples to creat plot routines would be helpful....

I trust your holidays were smashing,

Mark C.

Received 1/30/02

Dear Mark,

###90% DESIGN CONDITIONS###

Here are the results for 90% design conditions for benthic design 

w/subsurface sphere. The subsurface sphere was at 700 m.

For California Site (4.5 m significant wave height and 12 s period)

Anchor mean tension = 2710 lbs.

Subsurface buoy mean tension = 3100 lbs.

Surface buoy mean tension = 1020 lbs.

Anchor max tension = 3070 lbs.

Subsurface buoy max tension = 3390 lbs.

Surface buoy max tension = 2010 lbs.

For Monterey Bay Site (3.5 m significant wave height and 10 s period)

Anchor mean tension = 2710 lbs.

Subsurface buoy mean tension = 3100 lbs.

Surface buoy mean tension = 1020 lbs.

Anchor max tension = 3000 lbs.

Subsurface buoy max tension = 3340 lbs.

Surface buoy max tension = 1990 lbs.

###MISSING M-FILES###

The m-files and mat-files that I sent to Mark Griese were for recreating 

the plots that I presented as a preliminary analysis - these were made 

before I inputted the final configurations. When I redid the analysis with 

the final configurations and depths (these are the results given in the 

final report), I didn't use any of those m-files. I could dig them up from 

my backup tapes, but the results are meaningless now since the 

configurations and parameters (such as the snubber stiffness) have since 

changed.

###MODIFIED_BENTHIC FILES###

I am sending those in a separate email. For plot files, all I have are the 

.doc files. I used a temporary file and pasted the results in. They can be 

recreated from the WHOI Cable input files.

Best regards,

Mark
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