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The well-known semi-infinite dock problem of the theory of scattering of surface water
waves is reexamined and known results are recovered by utilizing a Fourier type of anal-
ysis, giving rise to Carleman-type singular integral equations over semi-infinite ranges.

1. Introduction

The dock problem (cf. [2], [4, 5]), which is that of understanding the scattering of sur-
face water waves by a thin semi-infinite rigid plate floating on the free surface of water
of infinite depth, gives rise to the following mixed boundary value problem, involving
Laplace’s equation in two dimensions, with (x, y) representing the rectangular Cartesian
coordinates, assuming linearised theory of water waves:

v3¢=ﬂ, —m<x <o, ¥y, (1.1}
K¢+¢,=0 ony=0,x<0, (1.2}
=0 ony=0,x>0, (1.3)
d¢ i s a1l

rar—{] asr=(x"+)7) 0, (1.4)
¢ and ¢, are continuous at x =0, y =0, (1.5)
¢—0 asy— oo, (1.6)
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0 as x — oo,

Here Re{(g* /" )¢(x, y)e """} denotes the velodty potential (actual) describing the fluid
motion assumed irrotational, where o is the circular frequency and g is the acceleration
due to gravity, K = ¢*/g, R is the unknown reflection coefficient due to a progressive
wave train described by the complex velocity potential function e~ *y+1K=
semi-infinite rigid plate occupying the position y = 0,and x 2 0.

incident on the



3460  The dock problem revisited

A direct use of a Fourier type of analysis (cf. [7]) is shown to reduce the above bound-
ary value problem to either of two possible singular integral equations of the Carleman
type over a semi-infinite range. It is then shown that the closed form solutions of both of
these Carleman equations are possible, giving rise to closed form solution of the problem
under consideration. The associated reflection coefficient R is determined and is found
to agree with the known result. The free surface profile and the pressure distribution on
the dock are depicted graphically at initial time ¢ = 0 against the distance. These figures
coindde with those given in [2].

The present analysis is believed to be more straightforward and simple, as compared
to the existing methods of [2] and [4, 5] to handle this dass of problems in the theory of
surface water waves.

2. The detailed analysis

Using Havelock’s expansion of water wave potential (df. [7]), we look for the following
representations of the function ¢{x,y) in the regions x < 0 and x > 0 (y > 0), satisfying
(1.13,(1.2), (1.3), (1.6), and (1.7):

Blx,p) = e Ky 4 ReKy-ike 2 Lm Efﬂzuz.ynéw. forx<0, (1)
hix,y) = & L {;j cu»fye"“d{, forx =0, (2.2

where
LiE,y) =Ecosfy — Ksindy, (2.3)

and A(£), B(f) are two unknown functions to be determined along with the unknown
reflection coefficient K.

We emphasize, at this stage itself, that the representation (2.2) demands that we must
have

BlO)=0 (2.4)

to help the integral in (2.2) converge.
The conditions (1.5) give the following relations:

eme a2 [* 28y pag -2 ["ED caskyar, y o,
(2.5)

iK(1 - Rye K7 4.2 j s le e =2 [ B wstyde, y>0
Mow there are two possible ways of handling the two relations (2.5) as far as the appli-
cation of Fourier analysis is concerned. The first possibility is to use a Fourier cosine
inversion formula to both the relations (2.5) to determine B{ &) in terms of A(E), and the
second possibility is to use the Havelodk’s expansion theorem (cf. [7]) to determine A(E)
in terms of B(E).
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Then by using the first of the above two approaches, we obtain that

BE) _(1+RK  EA() 2K~ uA(w)
ETOBETK B4K w o B-E) (24 K2

i(1-RK EA(D) ggj“ WA ()
B+K?  B+K 7w Jo (P2-B)(2+K2)

du, £>0, (2.6)

—B(E) = du, E=0, (2.7

which on elimination of B(E), give rise to the following singular integral equation of the
Carleman type:

e K[ Clu) 1 R
o) -7 | - k(=g rmx) 0 (28)
where
: 2EA(E)
=gy (2.9)

We observe that (2.8) contains the unknown constant B { the unknown reflection coeffi-
cient), and this can be determined by utilizing the convergence criterion (2.4).
Also, by using the second approach, we obtain that

2KE ™ Blu)
A©=BE) -0 | B, £>0, (2.10)
provided that
4K [ Blw)
L= L —u[u3+K2]du' (2.11)
EALE) = —EB(E)+ 2?]; E?t_uigdih £>0, (2.12)
provided that
_ 4K [ Blu)
1-R= " [ Edu (2.13)

The following peneralized identities (cf. [1]) have been utilized in deriving the results
(2.6),(2.7), (2.10), and (2.12):

iimj eV eosuy cos ydy = g{ﬁ{ﬁ —u)+8(E+u)},
0

€—

Iimjmz""sin uysiné ydy = ; 18 —u)—8(E+u)l, (2.14)
it

€—

iimj e ¥ sinuy cosé ydy =
i

u
Y w22’

where u,£ =0 and §(x) is the Dirac delta function.
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Also the singular integral occurring in ( 2.8) and elsewhere in the present work is to be
understood as its Cauchy principal value (cf. [3]).

Eliminating A (£) between the relations (2.10) and (2.12), we obtain a second singular
integral equation of the Carleman type, as given by

C Bilu)

EB(E)+ j gdu=c (s £>0, (2.15)

where ¢ can be regarded as an unknown constant to be determined, along with the other
unknown constant R (the unknown reflection coefficient), by using the two constraints
i2.11)and (2.13).

Now both the integral equations (2.8) and (2.15) are of the same type and each of
them can be cast into a Riemann-Hilbert problem involving the complex-plane, with a
cut along the positive real axis, which can finally be solved by using standard techniques
avatable in [3] or [6].

The two Riemann- Hilbert problems for the two integral equations (2.8) and (2.15) are
given by

" E+iK R 1
2.16
2 £—
AR - ET}EA '[ETJ—E—_'I:“E (£ =0),

respectively, involving the two sectionally analytic functions ®({) and A((), [{ =&+ ],

in the cut { plane, where

Clu)
() = ?m,L e,
n"?.l:{]s (2.17)
™ Blu)
AD) = Zm o

with @*(£) = (£ +i0), @ (§) = O£ —i0), A () = AlE +i0),and A7 (£) = AL —i0).
The solutions of the above two Riemann-Hilbert problems are straightforward (cf.
[3]) and we find that

1 1
ml:::n=——¢=umj{ ot {H_!-sz}m:—i{uj{u_ﬂdu

ﬁu'{f:j'l' c
i Jy A“(uj{uHKHu—ETJ

(2.18)
All) =
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with
@;p{fj=ﬂp[ﬁjﬁ h{tu-'-i.fiféu_iﬂjjdu}, {2.191’1)
‘““*'{“:E‘P[ﬁjn h{tu—iK]i{f;iK]]—znid“}_ (2.15B)

The solutions of the integral equations (2.8) and (2.15) can be finally determined by using
the Plemel)’s formulae as given by

ClE) =07(&) -0 (£), (2.20)

B(E) = AT(E) - AT(E) (2.21)

Evaluating the various integrals appearing in the relations (2.18), by using standard

techniques involving contour integration (cf. [1] and Appendix A to the present paper),
we find that

K @48 KR @y(E)

CO) =B R yiK)  (E+ K Do(—iK)* 7O (<5
_ Dy Ag(E)
B(&)=— E_iK’ (2.23)

where D} 15 an unknown constant.
We next use the relations (2.6) and (2.9) along with the result (2.22) and find that

K 1 K
U (TR vers SRS

is obtained after evaluating several integrals by using appropriate contour integration
procedures (see Appendix B).
Then, by using the condition (2.4), we find that we must have (see Appendix C.1)

E’“I[—EK:I i
= - = = 2
R= 3K Exp( 1 ) (22

obtained by using the relation (2.19a).
Again, by using the result (2.23) in the two relations (2.11) and (2.13), and by eval-

uating the various integrals (see Appendix C.2), after using the relation (2.19b), we find
that

Ay (K] im

= Ao (—iK) =exp(— I), (2.2a)
CD| K
n 2Ag[—iK) (&2

We thus find that the mixed boundary value problem under consideration gets solved
completely either by the aid of the relations (2.24), (2.25), (2.22), and (2.9), or by the aid
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ofthe relations ( 2.23), (2.26), (2.27), and ({2.12), which determine the unknown functions
Al&) and B(E) and the unknown reflection coefficient R completely so that the complete
knowledge of the potential ¢{x, y) can be obtained by using the relations (2.1) and (2.2).

We find that the value of R is e =™, as obtained by Holford [4, 5], by using a completely
different analysis.

It is rather interesting to verify (see Appendix D) that the two representations of B(£),
as given by the relations (2.23) along with (2.27) and (2.24) along with (2.25), are identi-
cal.

3. Discussion

The exact form of ¢{x,y) can be obtained from (2.1} for x < 0 and from (2.2) for x =10
after substituting A(£) and B(E) in terms of ®(&). This should coincide with the result
for the potential function (except for a multiplying constant) given in [2] I{Rex‘ﬂ (z) given
there). However, this is not verified here directly. Instead we obtain here the free surface
depression n(x, t) and the pressure pix,t) on the dock by using Bernoulli’s equation, and
depict them graphically against the nondimensional distance Kx at time £ = 0 (actually
Kalx,0) and Kp(x,0)/pg) for x < 0 and x = 0, respectively.
Using Bernoulli’s equation, the free surface distribution n(x,#) (x < 0) is obtained as

nix,t) = _Il{ Be {i{p{x,ﬂjz'”’[

1 . 3 » (3.1)
= = W =
=% sin(Kx — af) —hll‘l(4 +Kx+af) + = hll‘l(g +crf)II[Kx]i|,
where
2 bi.l'lﬁ /2 o
I{s) = J cos Bexp+ scotfl 4+ —— ——da r df. (3.2)
(il 7 Jo  sinasin(f — )
Similarly, the pressure on the dock p(x,t) (x> 0) is obtained as
PRt —or) _ PEVZ (E )
plx,t) = & RE{!{Mx,{]]E [— % o snlg +at |JIKx), (3.3)
where
Ji j—Jﬂ IR L N SN | (3.4)
= it ! Sl 7 Jo sinasin{@ 4+ o) 5 : *

Figures 3.1 and 3.2 depict, respectively, the free surface profile i7(x,0) against x(x < 0)
and the pressure distribution p(x,0) on the dock also against x(x = 0); i, p, x being
nondimensionalised as Ko, K p/pg, Kx. These curves in Figures 3.1 and 3.2 can be iden-
tified with the curves given in [2] obtained from the potential function Rexkliz] given
there. This indirectly verifies that the solution for the potential function obtained here
coinddes with the solution Rey*(z) givenin [2] (except for a multiplying constant).
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Figure 3.1. Free surface profile at t = 0.
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Figure 3.2, Distribution of pressure on the docl at ¢ =10.
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Appendices
A. Determination of C(£)

In this appendix we will describe the contour integration procedure to obtain the value
of C(E), as given by the relation (2.22).
The relation (2.20) gives

- — —- = — KE i 1
CE) = (§) -0 () = 5+!-K{5z+xz+{£—iKF}

(ALl

K035 (* (R | |
e {uzﬂcl+{u—ixnl}m;{uuu-znd“’ b

The integrals appearing in (A.1) can be evaluated by considering integrals of the form

_ [ Plr) 1
= Jr Qlr) Qy(r)(r - f:jd“ (A2)

with I' a positively oriented closed contour consisting of a loop around the positive real
axis and a circle of large radius with centre at the origin, in the complex 7-plane, and P(1)
and Qi7) are polynomials in 7. If these polynomials are such that the contribution to the
integral in (A.2) over the circle of large radius vanishes, then

PG (1 1
”“‘erun{matun ma{un}tu—nd“

(A3)
= el AR 1
- 2K || o S o™
after using the relation
e SRR
DgE) = oIk @y (E) (Ad)
Thus by using P(1) = 1 and Q(7) = —2iK{1 +iK ), it is observed that
= 1
no= | Ry ST Ol
1 dr
= 2K ) (e K)Do(D) (7= 0) (ha3)

w1 { L }
O OKTHIK [ @(l) @o(—iK) )
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Similarly, by choosing P(1) =1 and Q1) = —2iK(r — iK) in (A.3),

] 1
L= L (= KPop G —g "
1 dr
= ‘ﬁjr (= iK)Go ()T = 0 (A6)

e { I }
O OK{-iK [ D) DyliK) |

Using Plemelj’s formulae,

o 1 By i
.L T K0 (a5 e~ @+ 11(8)
(A7)
g Grabea ol
KE+IK [ ®y(—iK) (E—iK)D5(E) )’
2 1 1 _
) RS —p 2 B O+ @)
(A8
- f o - T |
KE—iK [QoliK)  (E—iK)D5(E) )
Using (A.7) and (A.8) in (A.1), C(£) is obtained as
. K @) KR Dyig)
CO="pErRia,GK) ~ EriK Oy-ik) 7" S
B. Proof of (2.24)
Here we will describe the details of the procedure to derive the relation (2.24).
On using (2.21), we obtain
C(4RKE  KE (@38 | ®4(E)
i~ Ere e a0 {%ﬁm +Rw=.|:—im}
: (B.1)
RE 1 (0w, %
R .L i:uf'—flnzl+r«:2:|{¢-uﬁm+R¢m(—iﬂ:)}d"‘
The integrals in (B.1) can be evaluated by considering the integral
[ Pn)_®(x)
JQy= .[r QT (r* - F:ldr' 32
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where I' is the same as in (A.2) and P(1),0Q( 1) are polynomials such that the contribution

to the integral in (B.2) from the circle of large radius vanishes. We obtain

w+K) (- M7 K

(¢ —iK) 2 +iK) (F+K?)

Jm Dy (u) g i Dyli) Dy(—C) _ @y —iK)
o (@+K)(u2-{2) K !

J“ O (u) ¥ n{ Dy () Dy(—{) mu{if:.‘:}
o !

2L +iK) 20 —iK)  (L2+K))

where { =& + iy (£ > 0). Hence the use of Flemelj’s formulae produces

J“ Diu) du=-”-{ DG | D=8 mu{sr:n}
0| K2 :

W+ K2) (1 — &) 2E+K7) T 2UETIK) (B 4K2)

Jm Dy (u) g B Dy () Dy —E) dy (—iK)
o [+ K2 (u? —£2) K

T K| 2082+K2) T 28E-iK) (B+KY) |

Using the results of (B.6) in (B.1), ultimately B(£) is obtained as

K ' 1 R
B(&) = E‘”“““{ (E+iK) Do (iK) | (= K)Do(—iK) }

C. Evaluation of R

C.1. Here we will prove the result (2.25).
From (2.19a), we find that

a2
T 5 = %J h_l(z—JT{tanﬁ)ﬁ|1|9

]

s0 that

Hence we abtain that

R= E.—J'rr."-‘l

(B.3)

(B.4)

(B.5)

(B.a)

(B.7)

(1)

(C.2)

(C3)

C.2. Todetermine the values of cDv/m = D (say) and R, the relation (2.23) is used in the

relations (2.11) and (2.13). This gives rise to the relations

DK (Y M)
S .L HEiK)(E K
C4iDK (* ()
1= [ e

(CAd)
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The integrals in (C.4) can be evaluated by considering integrals of the form (A.2). Thus,

14+R = %—' A0l ) + Agl—iK) |,
5 (C.5)
1= R = 2= {A(—iK) — Aq(iK)}
50 that
_ MliK) _h K 1 -
FnEmr 77 T2 Ny (o
D. Equivalence of (2.23) and (2.24)
Here we prove the following results:
Ao(—iK) 1
DyliK) 2 B
(IR
®o(~8) " E+iK B

so that the expressions as given by the relations (2.23) along with (2.27) and (2.24) along
with (2.25) represent the same function B(L).
To show (D.1), it may be noted from (2.19a) and (2.19b) that

OuliK) = exp [ﬁ .L In((u +:{K__‘J:’|{; - iﬁ'lldu} '
) ) ) (D.3)
Aol —iK) = exp l:ﬁ L In{(e !Kifii;_m-” il dui|.
Using the result
u—ik u+ ik s
in(u+iﬁ)+in(u_iK)=2m, (D)
it 15 found that
Ao(—iK) 1%, futikKy  u
DyliK) —Exp{— JTiJu h(u—iK)uz +K3d"i|
(D.5)

Y, w2 T 1
=Exp{—n'L (2 —e) mnﬁdﬁ} -3

To show (D.2), the results in (2.19b) and (D.4) are used to obtain

e [ (EmiKY 1 In((ut i) iK))
M(E.‘J—exp[zin(hm) zm_J“ T dui|. E=0. (D.6)
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Also, from (2.19a), it 15 seen that

%(_%HP[L_L Inl[l[u+inJ#’(u—iK))dui|' r (D7)

} u+i

Hence

AGE)  rE—iKyY® 1 [, fu+iKy u
{Ilu(—f)_(f+iﬂ') P ‘;—L '"(M_!-K)m—_gzdu. (D.8)

The integral in (D.8) can be evaluated and its value 1s 2miln {(£* + K*)"%/£}. Substituting
this value in { D.8), the result in (D.2) is obtained.

Acknowledgments

We thank a learned referee for his suggestions to include the two figures in the revised
paper. This work is partially supported by a research grant from CSIR, New Delhi, to B.
N. Mandal, and by a postdoctoral assistance from NBHM, Mumbai, to R. Gayen.

References

[1]  A. Chakrabarti, On the solution of the prollem of seattering of surface-water waves by the edpe of
an ice cover, Proc. R Soc. Lond. Sec A Math. Phys. Eng. Sci. 456 (2000}, no. 1997, 1087-
10549,
| K.k Friedrichs and H. Lewy, The dock probler, Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 1 ( 1948), 135-
148,
(3] E D Gakhov, Boundary Value Problens, Pergamon Press, Oxford; Addison-Wesley, Mas-
sachusetts, 1966,
[4] R.L.Holford, Short surface waves i the presence of a finite dock. I, Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc.
60 (1964), 357983,
o Short surface waves in the presence of a finite dodk 11, Proc, Cambridge Philos. Soc. 60
[(1964), 985-1011.
(6] M. L Muskhelishvili, Singular Integral Equations: Bowndary Problems of Function Theory and
Their Application to Mathematical Physics, P Noordhoff N. V., Groningen, 1953,
[71  E Ursell, The effect of a fixed vertical barrier on surface waves in deep water, Proc. Cambridge
Philos. Soc. 43 (1947), 374-382,

I

5]

A, Chakrabarti: Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Science, Bangalore 560012, India
E-rmail address aloh®@math.iisc.ernet.in

B. . Mandal: Physics and Applied Mathematics Unit, Indian Statistical Institute, 203 Barrackpore
Trunk Road, Kolkata 700108, India
E-mail address biren®isicalac.in

Rupanwita Gayen: Physics and Applied Mathematics Unit, Indian Statistical Institute, 203 Bar-
rackpore Trunk Road, Kolkata 700108, India
E-mmail add ress: rupanwita_r@isical ac.in



	1.jpg
	2.jpg
	3.jpg
	4.jpg
	5.jpg
	6.jpg
	7.jpg
	8.jpg
	9.jpg
	10.jpg
	11.jpg
	12.jpg

