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Table 2.1. Analytical conditions of a model with FEM
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Fig.2.5. Finite element meshes around the intersections
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Table 2.2. Parameters of the Model

width[mm] depth[mm]
Metal loss of the main pipe 10, 20, 30, 40 1.0,15,25,35,45,55
Metal loss of the branch pipe 10, 20, 30, 40 1.0,2.0,3.0,4.0
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RBRIAR A EE L, KER T 2R TRBIRICNEEZ AR LTz, NEZD LT OIS
A, BRI LB TR AT LT,

Fig.2.6. Appearance of specimen

Table 2.3. Track of pipe usage

] Pressure[MPa] 4.2

Design -
Temperature[ C] 65
Pressure[MPa] 3.7

Normal -
Temperature[ C] 21
Period of service [year] 27
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242 BERER

Fig.2.7 ICNEIZ L - THEH LB OFR 27”3 DS 27.0MPa (T3 L 72 REIZSIA 23
TRV I DAEL LTz

I i ]\ R R T I @ o
0 30 40 50 50 0 80 % 100 no 120 130 140 I50 IGO e 1080 190 200 210, 220, 230 MZSO 260 270 280 290300 300m
A M I e

Fig.2.7. Appearance of burst pipe

2.4.3 FEM@WAx

FEM 7 VEAENRT 272018, NEZ AT 2 ANCREBRIKO WERIE 21T > 7. 3R
VBP0 | Z B S TR E e A FI O C, dili7 A et A A L C lum [HRRCHRIE L,
JE 5 AN LR E BIRRAS smm & 7 D K 5 (BRI A [BIE S & CRIE 24T 72, & SEE 3
PER %7 5 300mm U5 T 5.

FEM fi##r5ef% Table 2.4 \2F L 5. A LIMEMHEX 222 HER U TH D, T
IV Yy REHREEHWTERESEZIT2-TRY, WAEITREREE RS 5mm OH
EFIRRIC ST 5 E T OREMZ A UCTER L7e. &7 L ORIKK &AL KX 2
Fig.2.8 |27,

PRSI % Fig2.9 ITRT . Z BN EOR IO THLHHAD OB, MEICH HHi

ETh Z HFEEE L, BAEO RO S A N E A E S XY s Lz,

MEIINEDOLRE Lz, WEEZY T AT v 7D LEomins g7,
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Table 2.4. Analytical conditions of a model with FEM

iRk 7 b ANSYS 13.0 ([&fi#ik)
B 3KkTL 20 ffisR 2 IREHR
BN R [mm],[N],[s]

ELEMENTS

ELEMENTS

(@) Overall view (b) Metal loss part
Fig.2.8. Appearance of model with FEM

I \ .
I Constrained:
] | Z direction
I |
Y i |
Constrainec% I
Z X.Y directiog I’
X
Constrained:
X,Y direction

Fig.2.9. Constraint condition
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244 HROLE

Fig.2.10 (2, WE & ERZE=RAF—ORRZ R, WNEDN 22.0MPa [ L 7-RFIZIE
B ENT RN F— D= & Moy O ILITIEIC /e o 7. BlE O I3 IERURE
DERNBHRTH Y, FEEROFIMECLZ LW, Va2l —v 3 TER L IEMIC
—ETHEAEHTZ T L. REF ST, N—R FREROAEEE ) & FEM O
R & DA ZHOFE T L TEM L TRY, MHEOBEITL20%RE &Sm0 Thd.
FEBR T ORI S 27.0MPa & FEM TOHAEIE /) 22.0MPa D 7132 OFEIFENTH Y, 2.3 &
TRELTLZ TAT VAL ST, REEANZBEUICHETE TWNDLLEZEZONDS.

0.02

0.016

0.012 f
0.008 ‘ }
0.004 \
0 .

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Internal pressure [MPa]

Normalized stabilization energy

Fig.2.10. aaaaa
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25 fRITHER

Bl & LT, REEMRERY, JEADE 30mm, JEAVES 3.5mm OE T /LI OV TRTY. Fig.2.11
ICHNIE & ERZELT RV X —OBRZ/RT. WNIED 21.2MPa 282 725720 b IER%
FEALT LR —=DNAMIC EH L TWA. Fig.212 ICHNE & B O ORGREZ <Y, NED
FERICEOAEDIZIR L TSR A BT 2 2 N TE S, Fig2.13 ICENEICKIT 5%
WIERJEL D Mises i/ DOy AR DR 2789, (@) F T IRANE2SBIR L, (b)fe\ > TIIAER
MEWHRER LTV D, (0) S BICHNEZ IS &2 LIAERIZ 230D I J1H3 5 5R5E S 12
L, (d)ZDOHRBPIEARENE X 5. YRS E X 2NE T, BARO KES 0305 )k
HNRBIEMESITELTCWD. Fo, BOEICHE-> THREMAER LTS,

0.07 228

0.06 % 226
—+—stabilization

B
Bé
)
=
%]
= —
£ 0.05 energy/strain energy E 224
= £
S 0.04 2
'.E g 222
2 003 L
< 5
% 002 g 2
DU ;o °
E 001 218
Zo M

0 T T T T 1 216

0 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25
Internal pressure[MPa] Internal pressure [MPa]
Fig.2.11. Relation between normalized Fig.2.12. Relation between outer diameter

stabilization energy and internal pressure and internal pressure
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(@) Internal pressure = 8.73MPa (b) Internal pressure = 11.7MPa

(c) Internal pressure = 19.2MPa (d) Internal pressure = 21.2MPa

Fig.2.13. Mises stress distribution on metal loss area

Table 2.5, Table 2.6 [ZJATEIR & AEEE ) OBt Z R T, Fig2l4 3Zh 6% 77 7 TF
EOTEHLDOTHD.

Fig.2.14Q)ITRERITIRA N H A TH S, FRENIIRAIRS, HEhImEE1ch o,
BHIREICROBEEZ Thd., Thaild e, BAERSBRE 8D & ARITETET
MEFT 22 enbnsd. Fio, BWRBNPKREL 852 L THREENIMRTT 2523,
G 20,30,40mm CIESA L7 <, AR & 0 AR S O 5 MBS EEE 11252 5 8N K
TN ENbD.

Fig.2.14(b)IX 3 IENZIA R H 2 HA Th 5. BHEEZ 2 THEh ERETE T EL L
. FEiz, RERICEN? & 5356 &l L CRRR I N R E < Ro e RO FAEEIE ) O
KRNI Elbnd.

T, B EIEE ORNER ERIEtOIC K Db D EE X L. R MG O,
FJE 710 DIS X, RGBT 5 RFENT THWZET MZBW T, BE DR/t = 14.45,
DIEEDR/t =8525Th 5. ZiL, RUNEICK LT, RE L DEENENENHE TS
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ST E, BEOHBRPNDIGTBRENWZ LZERL TS, 2072w, BAICX LT
BEOHPRESEBEZT L. BELGBENES LIZET VBN TH, MGkt
ORIV NER EHBE t OILOFFORBO LN RE S, BFEMNE CHEIEG ORAIT L
THRWEELZT-LEALND.



Table 2.5. Relation between form of metal loss and burst pressure (main pipe)

25

Width of metal loss [mm]

Depth of metal loss [mm]

Burst pressure [MPa]

0 0.0 29.9
10 1.0 29.3
10 15 28.8
10 2.5 27.7
10 3.5 241
10 4.5 20.4
10 5.5 10.9
20 1.0 28.9
20 15 28.1
20 2.5 25.8
20 3.5 21.7
20 4.5 16.4
20 5.5 9.5
30 1.0 28.6
30 15 27.4
30 2.5 243
30 3.5 21.2
30 45 15.8
30 5.5 9.3
40 1.0 28.1
40 15 27.2
40 25 24.3
40 3.5 20.1
40 45 15.8
40 55 9.1




Table 2.6. Relation between form of metal loss and burst pressure (branch pipe)

26

Width of metal loss [mm] Depth of metal loss [mm] Burst pressure [MPa]
0 0 29.9
10 1.0 29.6
10 2.0 28.7
10 3.0 27.2
10 4.0 24.7
20 1.0 29.5
20 2.0 28.6
20 3.0 27.0
20 4.0 24.5
30 1.0 29.2
30 2.0 28.3
30 3.0 26.8
30 4.0 24.2
40 1.0 28.5
40 2.0 28.0
40 3.0 26.0
40 4.0 23.8
35 35
— 30 = 30
S 25 % 25 mﬁ%
g 20 g 20
§. ? e width of metal loss : % . ~e—width of metal loss : 10mm
? 10 s widih of metal foss : 20mm £ 10 —s-widih of metal loss : 20mm
& width of metal loss : 30mm B width of metal loss : 30mm
——widih of metal loss : 40mm ——width of metal loss : 40mm
’ o 1 2 3 4 s 7 ’ 1 2 3 4 5 6

depth of metal loss [mm]

(@) Metal loss of main pipe

depth of metal loss [mm]

(b) Metal loss of branch pipe

Fig.2.14. Relation between form of metal loss and burst pressure




27

26 F&OH

RETIE, MHEREGTICIAEZ A T 2EE OWMEREORE 2<% 72912, FEM |
LA VI 2L —va A TomR, LTOMmREET.

1 WEEANEREBICA 2 A4 DR ICHEZ AT 5 &, MINEISISONET L, BA
H D Mises i /1235 8RR ST L - B IVERRE N E X 5.

2. WAIRD/NT A —2 & LT, HAE LD BT S O B REE IRV E L 5
5. £z, DEEMOBRITHAEREZZA THHE D REEADZL L.

3. 2 THBAMERIE, WEREBREtOHIZEIDbDIELEEZLND. HE TR
EWAERE H D HEICB N TY, RADEPREWVEDTTA, [F LEIE ORI
L CTHEIEN DR E KT 5.
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F3E HERNREMEICEI(EENL
% R B4

3.1 FH

fih AT T N BN T T MW T, JENES, BE, Il o
WIERREF ORI & & B I T 2 RNBIG N RO 5. BNBIG N REIZHETT 5 W
RO U — 27 0 NK &M D KIFBW N RAET 25E0H 5=, AT O EHHR
RO SN OFHEA ZbD TEEL /e o> T 5.

P B AR R ) S AL ISR L TR 21TV, ZORERNOZOE U &
JTEODOD, fHE - BURZEITHOMERH D00 E W) e k217 5 = & 2 4t
PEFEAM  (FFS : Fitness For Service) &5 . [EANTIET AU A, 3—n8 v &4 E
PEREAT RS OB A3 A TV B [22][271728, DAEO A - (LFEEICBW T, RIEEA
ENTELT, AP INAITS LT, R TlE S D i AR 2 E
ST RERTHIE - BURZ BB L oo TN 5.

RREHEEIC X0 HLE S D R/ AR IEEE RN —IZA LTV D 2 & A RE LTZE
THZEVEHINTZ DO THLT2D, NRVRESFHRLDERoTND, 720
EE2BT WAL LRORHET 2 2 L ITREENENE T T, hxo TLEeMEHE
BOGGEbH LD, GEATERNZFHEZIT S 2 & 0T E S U PRGBS O 22
PERDBEICBWTHIERFE SN TE TV 5.

MRS I\ T ST B MR O — 212 API-S79/ASME FFS-1[3]23 8 5 (LA%
API/ASME-FFS & %329 2%). API/ASME-FFS i, 7 A U 7 imt#4> (API: American Petroleum
Institute) 723 %E & T 7= MRS API-S79 & JoiZ Al « LRSI D ES « 77
EOMPERXELAETORME LTT AV W% (ASME : The American Society of
Mechanical Engineers) & APl NIEFENZEDHKETH Y, DAEICBWTHZ OE ALK
FEhTna.

API/ASME-FFS (T X 2 IR Cl, JMARLE 1239 2 FE5R & BRI K - TEO A
FEAR EIAR L & 0 R AR S FTRECTH . Lav L, BRI - IREFRINCE O - L 215
B L > TREEMMRT 2FFRIG N EEOTFRIRR O, WMARE O DHE % E =)
RS 2 Z EMTERVWEWVWIT AU » b3B 5. £z, EEEORVE I EHEE R O
WRGERE, WETRIRDIENE& 2 EDX 6o, WMAGRFTORIERE 2 & ORHeEMEN T
1ET %728, APIASME-FFS (T & 2 FHlAE R OEHEMEIX 2 & O N ENEITKRET 5.

F7o, L3HTHHRAR L ST, HEOREFIZH WL, BANA L D EITEEICHER
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HEHITE CTd 5%, API/ASME-FFS Tl NI s O 2 x5k & LTk, Bl
FLTEBE LT HRRIC R > TV D LWV ) RSN EET 5.

ZIT, RKETIE, MERROEEMETIEEZAVD Z EICX - T, WA T O
WIZxE L CAREEME A B D 72 ECRAMEFHMB AT 2 . MesRimaoE i FIEOMHIZ DN T
X, eIz,

3.2 API-579/ASME FFS-1 |2 & 2B AFEEFIE

3.2.1 FAFHEEAE

API/ASME-FFS [Z& &, 7 U — 7 Js A 72 £ 15 @ Part 72572 1), 4 Part |28 TSP,
FAME O BSOS U T 3IFEEOFML L (L1, 2, 3) #BELTNA. L]
DI BIRSFRY - G2 CH Y, LoUL 328 FEM O X 9 7l bt e d it 247 9 & o
ThnH. KBTI, REEAICET % Parts O CTIRSTRY, 185 A0 72 I8 A SRR 2 F v
TR 21T 9 LUL 1 %S L35, Fig3.112, Parts (2381 2BNFHMETFIEEZ 7 0 —F v
— k& LTRT.



Yes

Ferform Rerate per Level
1 Criteria to Reduce

Pressure andior )

Temperature

i

Fig.3.1. Overview of the assessment procedure by API-579/ASME FFS-1[3]
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Fig.3.2 (ZHE DA Z 7R Y. Lo [ FIMAEROR/NAE, sIZIREOHTFR S, tlX
AL ORIE, DITREONEEZNTHET.

V

e
'/
D

Fig.3.2. Dimensions of corroded area

API/ASME-FFS Ti%, 2B D/RT A—X & FANT, WREOIIR 2 RFRIELR, & ¥ =
NWRTA—=HATE LTS, TNTNHARS AR S 2RI EB ik cETHY, ®AT
xans.

R; , (3.1)
c
1.285s
A= (3.2)
JDt.

7272L, FCA (Future Corrosion Allowance, FRE&M) XK ERAR: £ TIC PRI LD
RETHY, WBEORET —Z 0 HREDBAHE L IRERAR £ TORMOBTE A5
n5.

tATBRE LA DOWIETH D, LI, tpym& DERILTFCAEZEL LD L L, t kiR
tg CRALTD. 728, L-Ub L OFIEE HVRHIZ V2456, FEFRIELR 28 0.2 DAL
ThRITFUER B0 E NI HIRNH 5.

R, >0.2 (3.3)

API/ASME-FFS O Jaj# il A RTATE D% & 72 2 W& 23 5% A7 R EE A2 24 (RSF : Remaining Strength
Factor) Td 0, P DRRIRAT E & 4 OMIRATE O TER I TN D.

PR DI BR AT B

RSF =
A A DGR AR EL

(3.4)
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DFEY, WANAE LD LI LS LT ENE T EMEIMET Liehra RS
DB RSF THY, ZO RSFB—EDHFM(RSF,)% Flal> 728546, WAITFFEA A &k
S5, WATHEIZIT 5 RSF IR QWAL x9N ORAAW g % L O T
RHDZ LT, BARICIE, BIFRELR, LV 2T A= VTR TSR
%.

R,
1 - Rt (3.5)
V1 + 0.4842

RSF =

BEEAITHR T DI EIEREDR T 228 LHEILLT, 2F Y, RSF23 09 LA ETHNIE, Th
PLEOFER 22 RE I L ISIPRIERFA S, Mkt 2 nIRe L Hirshs (A7 Y —=v7
ALYE).

RSF = 0.9 (Screening criteria) (3.6)
RSF < 0.9DE 121X, WREMICx T 2 e KA T JIMAWP, (reduced Maximum

Allowable Working Pressure) OFFHEIZE D, LV FEMZRRHMENLE L 725, MAWPIIRAT
zIhb.

RSF
MAWP, = - MAWP (3.7)

Z 2T, MAWP (Maximum Allowable Working Pressure) [Zf@4h 142 i KF 2 £ S
Thh, wATERIND.

ZO'atd
D+ 1.2t,

MAWP = (3.8)

2B, oIS TH Y, BRGS0, 2 L2315 TR 7S L IF5IRR S0, 2%
BRI 4 TESTED S LO/NIWHERHNOILD. AR THR E T DMEHI®%RE DT
WS 25120, IR S0, 2 KR 4 TR T EFIRIS ) & LTHNS.

RRETE TPy DI AERAA \Z69 2 e REFA M E JIMAW P LUR 72 & (3R TR S 4, ik
fet R RE L M S D,



33

MAWP,. = P, (Detailed criteria) (3.9

K (B9 AT S WA, BAITHAE ST, LoUb 13l Crafke t R ml &l S h 5.
S DICHEBHE A ATV WIEEITIE, REVENEZ T T 2R EOREMEITY. b LITEL
DEEMZR L-UL 2 B O3 OFHIZIT S Z & 1705 . AL TIE, R(3.6)D RSF DA L
HAY ) —= v FRUETITR L, KRBT KDENEEDOFTMZ IR LT 5.

3.2.2 i PNEEAm AR E

API/ASME-FFS TiZ, R Tas L7z FFAREIC KIS T 2N 2 5-2 Tk, Zh
\ZE - CTHERIFAIER, ¥ /8T A=A N X DES RBNGHEA I EETH 5. Fig.3.3 I,
KEBB)TL DAV —=1 FIIEIKIET DIMAREIARE T b 5. MR O T O
WS TRWEA, £ EOFIEAE < THOWBRISHIE L TWDS. FRIFRER, BLTv =
NZAV Sl 0 o il 35 o el =V N I 1 7 S ol SR PR s Wl s s g W e S [
THERIEMAWPR. O EN NI L0, 708, Re=02Thy A7 ENTH5H01E, K
BLICLHHRTH S.

] l

R
<
=

Shallow

_Acceptable Region:RSF209 |

o L9
SN oo
T

05 '"'"/'MAWFFEiii"é'iiTéif'iii'ﬁ"féﬁﬁi}ed:Rﬁéﬁffém

>
w B
'-—-‘

Depth of corroded area

Remainig thickness ratio,

c oo
—_— b I

<

Deep
-
(R

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Shell Parameter, A

Short > |Long

Longitudinal length of corroded area

(]

Fig.3.3. Level 1 Screening criteria for local metal loss [18]
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BN 2 wfAfh AR b RIARIC AR LI < 2 L3 RETH 5. A(3.5)3.7) & H
WTC, PRI A ERBIFTKAD L O ITEZMMZ L LN TES.

Ogi(l _;)
““MAWP V1 ¥ 04812 (3.10)
t = .
2
1-— MAWP/\/1+O4-8/1

KEBAOZ KV, REHESIPy & R ORRFFEMEHETIMAWP & DHIZ X > T, WBAGE
i EAER BN KT DIMA R MRS —AREEDH Z L1/ D. filE LT, MAWP/P; = 1.4
DE ORAFHn R & Fig.3.4 (TR,

—_—

o

d. S ER— -

S L9
N N o
p;
)
e

eptab i ER"C}—IICWMAWPI'%}

Linardcaataln]a i Racs e N AT
.- ‘/ U T LCl)tdLJIC l\CE_ Ul vl Fl PI”<Pd_

o
)
T

<
P

Remainig thickness ratio, R

<
o
S =

DCCp Depth of corroded area Shallow

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Shell Parameter, A

o

Short Longitudinal length of corroded area LOHg

Fig.3.4. Level 1 Detailed criteria for local metal loss (MAWP /P, = 1.4) [17]

323 RBEMOERXHBFERAEHEHKZTEHDOL

Bl O HES) EFR & U CRRFHE TIP3 K O KEFAEHIETIMAWPIRN 8 % . W 13
SN0 W, 22 THEDEWVICOWTHHT S, REHENPIIEE 2 H+ 5 1
T, BRWRE) LAEZEOTEDENUTTHEAENS Z L2 HEL TRIENED D
ETHY, ZOMEICESHTHEOBROVNE R/ NRAEOIRENR 2SS, 1L, SE
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PR L =BT HHNEOREZLT LHMEIA == E L T D LIRS, FEERIC
MBI A =T — DT HRED 5B, LEE/NNELL EOREZ A Tl fET 5
b ZORIEREORIEN HREB8)IC L W EH U E D KA IE JIMAWP T
H5. BEROWREITR/NNEL ETH 5720, MAWPIZ—MRIZERFHEIIP L D RE W,
I RKFFAERETIMAWP DS RRIE EOIRFUE ToH 5 DITKE L, REHES Pyl 3ELE O]
FUERT LV RTERRD.

Fig.3.5 (CMAWP L P, Z 212, (31002 L v B L7 Emh R 2 7~ 3. MAWP/P,
MRENEWS Z LiE, F/NARICKT 2 FERENKE S, MAKEI L TRSFRIE
NEBTHDHZLZBWRT D, TD=, MAWP/P N K& WE DT LA A tE X
I 725

7T P THEEIEA SN T SEEIZEBWTIEL, MAWP/P; = 1.0~2.0 DEZES H O
MWEWLT]. £ 2T, KHFZETIE, —H&i72%6E & L TMAWP/P; = 1.0~2.0 THRE X7
BLAE 12k U TR MM 217 5 .

l T T T T
& 09}-A cep%taE ¢ Region
. i
o )
Zo0l /N8
3] (X _
= Ui e M s -
B i e e
Ve I
= 0.5 e e T S ezt e
S L e AT
on 0.4 fitilrs (‘QQ)@ ,,,,,,,, I -
{ R \ou
S| WP e MAWP/Pi=1.0 —— |]
g ' ; /// da MAWP/Pd=12 ====--
0.2 bl ; MAWP/Pd=1.4 = = = |-
7 id Unacceptable |mawpipa=1.6 —-—-
. MAWP/Pd=1.8 .
0 | Reiglonl [ MAWP/IPs=20 - —.

O 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Shell Parameter, A

Fig.3.5. Acceptance criteria based on reduced permissible maximum allowable working

pressure(MAWP,) for each MAWP/P; [17]
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3.3 FEAE

3.3.1 RBRAKEEHOESR

BEYOEEEEE 2D LT, HHWEE— FORAEZ KRN TEH 2 55 RFVIRRERI %L
gEHWTERT S.

g=R-1L (3.11)

RELIFZENZN, MEZRTH, MELEKTHTHD. RIVRERZg P IEOHEZR 51T
WRITEZ 57, MEMEILETHDL. RICREREgSErH D WVIFADEZ LT,
MED IR S 2 2 LT D. AT, WEWOWEET— FENEIC & DEE D —
AR &L, BABLE ORERZRNELE ORAEIE Py, W ELZVEHIET Pappriea & L T,
PRFVIRRER S g 2 N THERT .

g = Pypc— Papplied (3.12)

ML TH D BEERERE T 2 FFOIIARE DBE, Py BT 2 HHRIIFEE LR N0,
W CH 2 B CfT - 7= FEM BT OfE 7 & 2 HEASE B A 1T 9 .

3.3.2 ZEAAH

B2 mIZBWT, fRr RBRE S ERERICRT 2 BE N 2RO, 2D OfEED
b, MR LHAREE, BAEEORGREZEXTEUT 5.

LA, 7V —Y 7 T 5 RSMaker for Excel[28] % V7=, Z DY 7 MZ, %
B & ZIICHIET DIREN S, IREhEEE AW CGEEXEERT 200 TH S, &
VA DFERIZ DUV CTIESCHR[29] 2 2 B I ST,

REERIRPY I Table 2.5 DfEZ AL, 3 RIERA X Table 2.6 DfEZ AT L. ZkD
HE CHEEPZIToo/ER, ZhEnko Lok oT.

RHERIEA - Py, = 2.185 — 0.316x; + 9.407x,
+0.004x + 0.010x;x, — 0.734x3

OYIEE IR © Py = 17.295 + 0.022x; + 4.442x,
—0.001x% — 0.0003x;x, — 0.400x2

(3.13)

(3.14)
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Pyl FHAEEIE ), x 1 XIRAINE, xl3ERAETH D, BREEIXATREL DIARES %
FNT=bDTH D, I OREE Z2 iR+ 572018, ASLTZP, D & TR L » Tk E
% Py DA % Ll LU 7245 9L % Fig.3.6 IO/RT™. 27T 7 OFEBIIA S LIZETH v, HEdhi el
RICE - TREDMTHD. Py, estimation = Py Z /" T BADEM LIZENTFESTHHIF
ERWIEELEF O 2N TED. @IFRERIRNORX, O)EaEERRNORIZED b0
Zh, EHobmWEETEEUTE TS EE I LS.

ATE O L7 H(3.12)12R(3.13)(3.14) & Z N EAURAT 5 &, REEMNEA & 43I B I A
DOIRFURRERIEII R D L H 1272 5.

RHE A : g = 2.185 — 0.316x; + 9.407x,

(3.15)
+0004x% + 0.010x1x2 - 0734x22 — Papplied
IYIEAATREY © g = 17.295 + 0.022x, + 4.442x, (3.16)
—0.001x? — 0.0003x;x, — 0.400x2 — Pyppiica '
30 /; 30
25 / 25
g 20 7 § 20
et * =
5 / g
g 15 = 15
z P i
% 10 210
Q (a9
=9 /
5 5
0 T T T T T 1 0
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
Pbc Pbc
(@) Metal loss of main pipe (b) Metal loss of branch pipe

Fig.3.6. Accuracy of approximation
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Table 3.1. Parameters in the modeling of the limit state

Variable Distribution Mean cov
remaining thickness : t,,m, Normal change P
width of metal loss : s Normal change 0.1
applied pressure : Pyppiica Gumbel MAWP/2 ~MAWP 0.03

3.33 WHEEETIL

WAFHIZB T 2 /37 A=%D H 5, BRWI Rty WATS O RER Ss, ERAED
Pappriea? 3 DEMEREL L LTH D . MEREROMERFNEL Table 3.1 IZF &0 TR . fiE
SRFPEIT SR 2 BB I TIRGE L 72 [4). AERE JIPappriea \“BI L T, 323 THTHELR L2 LBV,
MAWP/2 ~MAWPD#IFH CTELEE D, IR Ry, TRES O TR & S s LA ME %
s, TREICKHET 2EHEMEEIELZ KD D, 72721, FEERNEOEHEFAEIZ OV

T, MEMRICRLREVWEELZEX 5700, fHICRRT20ERSH L. BRAKED
R AL, N Lo 2 AT SBROREREICRE KFET D720, T HINE
L 72 JRAEL S OWIEFEBR 28 L CEREITWIRET A2 L & L. FElTRENICEE T

334 EEMERROHESE

EHEMFR R OB I, Newton-Raphson % A Z DIFHEG 7 /L =Y X T % HL-RF

(Hasofer-Lind, Rackwitz-Fiessler) [20][21]% F V>, Gumbel 534fi Z {5 E 3~ 2 1E LTI Pappriea
DIEMEERALIZIE, Rackwitz-Fiessler O EBAREF T EIER1)12 WS, N2 T, BUEFERIC
LR E R T2 20 TEDLEYTHALE Y I 2 L— 3 (MCS : Monte Carlo
Simulation) % TR DIRFEATT © .

34 RBREAABEDORERZE

341 RBREAEBEDIELDODENELCHIER

Bl ORI O R AEIL, BEEMERICKEVWEEL 52 58 ThHD. £,
PIBCE ORI %2 3R D 2 BTN R AR DR ZEIC OV CEEMR AT 21T 9 BN H 5.
KEDT T MZEBW TR SN IBARE O % X810 U CEFEMEREN 2 F25i T 5
BRI, ﬂW%®%%WF%@ELKﬁ%®i%O%ﬁ%%WF@i%O%@EI&@é
W OFRRNEORIEICIE, —RICEEIERE SHEE &I FTEPHN LTV D.
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IR, ZOBEEESHEICOW BT 5.

AN, WET 2 BLE OOMAENIHE E I OEE T & A58 2 il 2 7o Gl & Hefih < &
TRRECHEET D, Z OB OREE»LEEEZRT &, BT EAEENE KA L
T TIZR->TL D, RoTEBEREZEHCTEML, BEFEERL THBREST
< HFETOWRFMAFHT L. 2O LEENET COBEROBENEREAFHT 52 &
T, BEDOREZNET 5.

ZOHEEHNHZ LT, EZMET L ERHELZMETHZ ENAETHS.
BE LI2WEEICR LT Figl37 LS Rg&E7 ) v REglE, &7 Y v ROKHE EOR
JEZ2REST D & TRESEROBABREZERT 21/ TES. LaL, BRBRIE
HECTUI A L WA, B & AN EEICHEAL L COARWZ SIZ X Db TR A ED
AVEIZLY, LT ESBAONEZ MR TICRA T2 Z 208305, £,
BATARIZ L » TIBF RPN R > TZ RN ENH Y, ZOBREEILZ Y v RO AN
SN ER L 2 8 LT, ZERGERF OB E R - T DGATCRIE AT 5. 2 Ot
FE BT AR I A ERNTFET S, b 0HEmaNL, WEOHIER IR
LOENFET D, £ZT, ZOELHOEOREZHLNICTLHDIZ, U Rrey
7 A M (RRT : Round Robin Test) % 3 L 7-.

Fig.3.7. Example of inspection grid

342 BEAEE

F DI L ST AELE & 5 AL TIRICEI L, R UEEIC LT, 21 AoREERIC
WIEHEZ K L. AR EEBETREEORBR L AT 28KE (UT L~L 1 LLE)
ThHd. BEZIETTFHZY v FE25I0WTEE, 2TOREBEBIXIZOHED T Y v ROAZA
FERETS.

ARERR D/ Z Fig.3.8 127”9, A A1 6Bsch40 (445 165.2mm, AFHRIE 7.1mm) T,
SMEIEEIZE DA EZ A LTV 5. BREITIZ 20mm Yy F0 7Y » K&5%, Fig.3.8 T
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R LTz sz R e Uz #EN T M C1~C1L, J& 7 M M1~M13 & #2355 % 1) 7. Fig.3.9
TRT LI, 7V v FOAAA1X13=143 H)ETIox L CRERIEZFT-7-.

Fig.3.8. Appearance of specimen

M1

M2

M3

M4

M5

M6

M7

M8

M9

M10

M11

M1z

M13

Fig.3.9. Points being inspected
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3.43 RBREHER

A= DI F%%Zl)\‘ﬂl%bt DI HD 1 NOREREEZHF L LT Fig.3.10 27
T. INEDOT—F00b, BRI EITEREYZE Lo R4 Fig.3.11 12, EAIEAER
ZEFRE UEERE Figl.12 [ORT. 2hb 2 20X % T 25 &, WRNE EHER IR
72> TV D REFTOEMERF AN RKE N END0D. Zhud, 341 HTHBRRZEEBD,
Pefi 7% R ISRl S D BEOAEOES, BERNIK S T I A WERIZHIES A i1
EEDT SR OBAEIC LD b0 EBEZLND.

Cl |C2 |C3 [C4 |C5 |C6 |C7 |C8 |C9 |[C10 |Cii
0 77l 77ty 7o0) 7171 71701 7.0
71|l 72172 71| 62) 48|50} 7070 71| 70
70, 64| 60| 63 53| 46] 62) 69| 69| 70| 70
70| 55| 46| 49 51[ 45| 50)| 68| 68| 68| 6.8
69| 68| 45] 45) 53| 50| 57|/ 68| 68| 68| 69
701 69/ 60] 39| 48] 63[69] 69| 70| 69]| 70
69| 70| 63] 50] 58] 69| 69| 69| 69| 69| 70
69| 69| 69| 55]|62) 64| 68[ 69| 69| 69| 70
70, 70| 43| 49| 48| 50] 56| 71| 70| 71| 7.0
69 70| 67) 53] 5453|5171 71| 71| 71
0 7471 71 71 37| 38| 71| 71 72| 72
i 7172 71| 72| 58| 56|67 73| 73| 73
131 731 731 73731 73| 741 74| 73] 73| 173

Fig.3.10. Example of measurement result

8
T, _ 08 m0.6-0.8
26 g 00.4-0.6
é ; @78 £ 06 - B02-04
24 w67 F 20-0.2
%, ms6 & 047
| m4-5 T
— 2 4 = 4
E : i -E 0.2 »{230
& % 6
0+ - o0
0 200 i, o0
40 80 T ) ‘120 |60 40 20 ‘ ,40 éf,b‘;&
Cir, 120 v~ 120 . S
D"':cu;-"re'enc,- 160 00 "4 Ow @\\“\?\\‘“\‘\\ DC"”"'nf 160 00 70 VS
1
“ /mmf ! 280 e ""”"o,, ;;""al 240
m)
Fig.3.11. Sample average for each Fig.3.12. Standard deviation for each

inspection point inspection point
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3.44 BRRAEDEEREMWTE

FEARWE & EHERAORMREZ 7 1 v b L7z % Fig.3.13 (2T, 25 O IXEE DA
RIMEAFT D128, EHULEIT - 2K % Fig.3.14 [Z~d . BRflI3FE 4 A S & 36 23 ViR RE
TORAETHRLIEMTHS. 728, RBAEOATHAEL 7.0mm 7228, FEEOREMITHEK
7.3mm 72 o727, WRNEVIREEORIEZ 7.3mm & LT\ 5. il [FARICHEE R 2= 4
Pk A A3 S R BE D YR CRR L7z

A 235h & HEOER Dy O IE LR R 21 0.01 (Tl £ > TnD R 23, BRES
55 E85y DO IEHUCIEAER 2 ZREPH IS0 LTV D Gih) . Il & & BN R 72 048
B ERD D E, R=-06704L72-72. ZHITMAIRNEABERSH D EE 9 Z LN TX
LTI, LoTC, ZRAOFHMEZT 572912, Fig.3.15 O X 912, WHEN DIV H
i GERAWIER 0.9 LA 1.0 PAF, JRIUME CH - 72 f8ik) O EFLEEHER A% 0.04, JlA &
MEEIR (FRARAIEEL 0.9 K, FEIUA TH - 72588 OIEBLEREFEZES 0.1, &K
BICL-o T2 B CENEN—EOESMUEERA L L7z, 3.3.3 HOMEET LIC
ZOfEEHWS. Table 3.2 IZAHDFER L GO THEET LV EHET L. KETIE, 20
WERET NV ERWCEHEEIT.

0.8
E g
B 0.7 - :g
Eos R z
= =
= * =
= 0.5 . =
T 04 .3 °
< * . g
=03 -]
i,
0.2 MR g
RS 2R
0
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 05 06 07 08 09 1
Remaining thickness [mm)] Remaining thickness ratio
Fig.3.13. Relation between remaining Fig.3.14. Normalization of Fig.3.13

thickness and standard deviation
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0.12

<
[—

0.08
0.06

0.04

0.02

Normal standard deviation

0
05 06 0.7 08 09 1

Remaining thickness ratio

Fig.3.15. How to determine normal standard deviation

Table 3.2. Parameters in the modeling of the limit state (written again)

Variable Distribution Mean cov
remaining thickness : t,,m, Normal change P
width of metal loss : s Normal change 0.1
applied pressure . Pgppiica Gumbel MAWP/2 ~MAWP 0.03

2% Standard deviation of remaining thickness is determined as follows
0.04t4 (0.9 < Remaining thickness ratio < 1.0)

0.1t4 (Remaining thickness ratio < 0.9)
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3.5 EEHR

PR tym, TRAIERSY O 7 15 & sOEE 2 28k &8, TR EICHHGT 2 EHE M
R A HE I Lz, AR THOW TV D RAKAERIS DA (3.15)(3.16)IF, s = 10~40mmDE
FIATKE LT Tz FEM @ B3R OT-H D TH S, T D728, s = 10~40mmD st
DA DU TRA(B.15)(3.16) & AW TEHMHEIEES A H M L T, £ DMEO IEfE S 1IRFES
NTWRW, XoT, LFOHE TlEs = 10~40mm O#FPHIZIB W T ORAGHEMFEIEL & 54
H L7z,

R AL ER T 5 ORI DWW TIFE A & LT D API/ASME-FFS & LR 21T\,
API/ASME-FFS (2 £ D XL 9 REDORMBFET 20>, L) RICIERT 5.

351 {ESHEMHERICED (BMETERIIZE C =B DR

MAWP/P; = 1.0, 1.5, 20& L7Z5AIC, A UEHEMIRIELR Z & DIATIR A i A 72 dhfk
(BAF, SfEdEttdist L) 2L FIORT. B, APIASME-FFS O AT fhif
BRI T, 7235, (BREPEFBEERIE, AmIMAIZITYy, API/ASME-FFS O A FFAf Hi#F
Fim (=R T A =2 =10.0) Oz LA LT,

(@  BHEAEAIZOWT

Fig.3.16 [CMAWP/P D = & OFER%Z/RT. (QQMAWP/P; = 1.0DY;4, API/ASME-FFS

D SEHEME AT T T2 D, (0)MAWP/Py = 1.5D354, API/ASME-FFS & %2 fE M il
FBUXIZIFFE UE SICALET 5. (C)MAWP/P; = 2003854, API/ASME-FFS X v % {3t ih
BT LR CHD.

ZDFERNES, MAWP/P; < 15O FHICIHVTIE, API/ASME-FFS 7 i AN g i it 3
ORI LT L7236, OGN ARETH 55, MAWP/Py > 1.50OHIZE
WX, API/ASME-FFS Z il AU 5 O IR IS kE LTl L 72356, fabR7e s & 7F
HLTCLEIARERS D Z &b s, RFEMAITARAESAELE I LT 2

DREBENPRKREL, RIS D EMEENRIMITIKRT 5. 207D, RISV, D
F ROV L TR L D RSF M2 T2 LERH D LB X Hivd.
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1 1

g 09 — £ 09
E 0.8 /' E‘ 0.8 ——API./ASME—FFS. .
2 0.7 @ 0.7 ——Ispling of the reliability
[*] [P}
£ 06 ~ £ 06
[ ] - I
ZE 05 f = &05 T =
o0 04 e 04 -
£ 0.3 [ £ 03 /
£ el — API/ASME-FFS$ g /
g 0.2 : — s 02
é 0.1 —Isoline of the reliability g 01
0 %
0123456 748910 0123 456 7 8910
Shell Parameter, A Shell Parameter, A
(&) MAWP/P; =1.0, B =3.90 (b) MAWP/P; =15, B =3.88
1
‘é 83 —API/ASME-FFS
; 0.7 ——Isoline of the reliability
E 06
.E = 0.5 ~
o 04 —
E 0.3 v
= 02 /
E o1
&~ 0

0123456 728910
Shell Parameter, A

(c) MAWP/P; =2.0, B =3.85
Fig.3.16. Corrosion assessment curve of API/ASME-FFS and the same reliability curve
(Metal loss of main pipe)

(b)  Z3U BRI ALIZ DV T

Fig.3.17 ICMAWP/P; =100 %55 DOFE R %2 /"9 . MAWP/P; =15, 20 D4 1%,
Ry =02, s=4008 bLIKANIAL BN —Z 2B N T, [BEMEERIL 4 U Lofli &
STzl 8, HEEEHRE R LN TE o7, MAWP/P; =1.0 OFAIZENTY
API/ASME-FFS X 0 (G HEMEMHIZ N HICH D Z LD, APIASME-FFS % 13 A8t AT
FEOWRICK L CTHEM L2 5a, ZRMOFEARETH 20, WRIRZEMELZEZ AT
LED ZERb0D. SEERRAITRAE SR E < THRBEEI~OEET/ NE WD,
BHOFFRFHEAZ AT ThHLInEBZ 55,
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—tAPI/ASME-FF§

—Isoline of the reliability

0

1

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 910
Shell Parameter, A

Fig.3.17. Corrosion assessment curve of API/ASME-FFS and the same reliability curve
(MAWP/P; = 1.0, B =3.90, Metal loss of branch pipe)

352 FUTALALIaAL—L 3 vICkAEEEEMBORE

AT T, WIEEEETFEZ AR ICEN 5 2 & T, FEHEEREZRD . KK
TIE, ROTHBRPAYIFE CEFEMEL MR TE TWDPREET 2720, T 7 nik

\Z R D BMEEBRZAT .

EEIC B D 3T A — X OMeREFEIIT Table 3.2 V5. ALkbU X« VA 2 Z[23]
IR YA L7 — RS E VY, BB 2 RE T 2 A7 Rty TR SOV T,
Ry Z A« a7 —ERANCE Y EMELEE AT 5. Gumbel 5347 & E T HEM TS
Poppliea 22V, —HEELERy & FIV N C Gumbel 434G (a, w)IZHE 9 il % Yalic £ 0 Rk

T5.

x =F;'(y) -

In{=In()} (3.17)
a

7%, FFi(y)iE, Gumbel 4541 DOHERIATER DMK TH 5.
AR S AT ELEL DAL Z W THREIE DI E(g > 0 or g < 0)DRAT 2K L, #(5.21)
(&0 ERERP 2 T 5. MEEE, Fig.3.16(a) DS EHEM: AR (B = 3.90)I2 DV THT 9.
BT AINBYI 2 b=y a AR B SN D BEMR ORI, BATEHENA K
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TWVEEEREDLN, TONHEI A N LND. DD, FRTEXLHEaA N
TRATIEIEAN 2 R0 D LER B 5.

Fig.3.18 |2, FATIEIENIC X 2 HEEMERP ORI AR, %72, FORM IC XV HiHsh
TSR (P = #(—3.90) = 4.81 x 107°) b[AIKHIRT . BATEIEN = 100FL L THUEM
PP L, EHIZ FORM I K 2EMR L L —&HT o2 &n3bnd. 22T, #17H
BN =10°L U CHEEMEMBROMIELTT O .

Fig.3.19 %, Z{EsErEdiir EosS ABCDE IR DR EZ, T T hluav I ol
—va VTR VERLERERERT. T vy Ial—va itV EBESN%
(SR E oo S AB,CD.E IZH1T DML, FORM IZ X DR 1T —H L Tk
D, FIUEEEEZMAETETNDZ EBbN5.

1073
& =—Monte Carlo simulation
aé —FORM
E <
S
s 10°*
ez
= \ —
=
=)
=)
o
[~

1073

103 104 10° 106 107

Number of trials, N

Fig.3.18. Convergence of probability of failure, Py calculated by Monte Carlo simulation
method
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i

—+—Isoline of the
reliability

o O
o o

0.5
1073

2|
‘O1)e.1 SSAUIIY) SUTUTRWY d

aralmete
1
1
1
1
1
1
I
1
1
1
1

i

o

—

X

IIIIIIIIIIIIIII . 2 -
©

<

Il

............... r =
SN

(ap]

||||||||||||||| » _
N

.............. Jd ©
.............. JR
\Pf

10~%
1073

‘danyrej jo Apiqeqoad

5.5

4.5
Shell Parameter, A

(b)

Fig.3.19. (a) Same reliability curve and (b) probability of failure, P; calculated by Monte

Carlo simulation at point A~E



49

3.5.3 API/ASME-FFS DB PIFEMHh#R (=%t 9 2 {ERE 1T (H

Fig.3.20 (X, MAWP/P; = 1.4L L7=354 D API/ASME-FFS DIt TH 5. Z D
PR A R _E oD skt U, RN O F(3.15) & /I s O F(3.16) & AWV T
PR EHEMREAZRE N L., MR EZNEN Fig.3.21, Fig.3.22 2/~ 7. 7235, 35.1THL[H
U< WA s 7R 2% 10~40mm Db DI L TOBRFHEZIT/R> TWAH =8, Ko
Shell Parameter M1 Fig.3.20 & LR CTIREMW TH 5.

ZORRERD L, REMNEA, SUEEATA & BICEEEEE L E TR, i
FEREE DI O W THEIST DL EORMAH D Z N5, £, HERHRKO
iR o SIS S R e O VB E O K[15] 2l L CIE MR E RO B L,
B = 3.8~43L72%[17]. ZHIE Fig.3.21, Fig.3.22 TRLTWAE LD b/hEWi=w, HeFF
B 2 A& A Re B O TS L 7e 6, R OFM 21T Z LIXTE 5038, Rl
BEREZELTLEI EEZBND.

Z !
c/:*~ ;;3 0.8 :
= ; 0.7 ACCceptavie Reeton:MAWFr =Pd
2| o6
S| =
s | 504 /
g} -Ez 0.3 / [ Fhad L,Cl)iablc RCE on:MAWPr<Pd
= /
= 5 0.2
v 0.1
a 0 S NS RN SN SN SN SN SN
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

k Shell Pll;‘ill'ﬂQtCl‘. A
>

Short Longitudinal length of corroded area

Fig.3.20. Corrosion assessment curve (MAWP /P, = 1.4) [17]
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Fig.3.21. Reliability index which
corresponds to Fig.3.20 (main pipe)
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50

7
= Vel
a
E /
S0 /
i)
e A

4

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 25
Shell Parameter, A

Fig.3.22. Reliability index which
corresponds to Fig.3.20 (branch pipe)
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36 F&oH

ARETIE, FBEMEHGRICE S SHERMINRFELZNND Z LIl o T, MERNERET

FBEORAITK L CARMEEME 2 & - LTRSS 21T 7=, £ LT, SR aliles
DOWMAIZxE L TIiZm & 72 o> T b APIJASME-FFS o J& A 2F il gl & Hoils L,
API/ASME-FFS (2 D X 9 REGED R MNFET 20 Re LR, UTomA %157,

1 REEERICR & B2 5 2 DIRARRWIEDIRERZIZ OV TR RET T 5720127

3.

Uy RrEYT A RNEITY, BEEOREZHIET 2BRIC4 U D ERZOHEZ I 5 2
U7z, AR BHERTGIRIZ 22 > T B AT OEHER AN KE N ERbo o7,
Fio, BREEIEERZEE ORIITHEEN S 523, R=—-0.67RETHY, SEOFEEIN
HHEIFEZ NI EDRDoTE.

MERFRPVERMETIEZIE A L, RSN & I8 A2 USRS & 2 B 125t LT,

SASHEPEMRR 2 RO 7. SEHEPEMR & APIASME-FFS 8P Z AT i 2 bl U 7= f
F, BERIAIZOWTIE, RVIERICKR LTI X O IRSF 252 T2 L ERH Y,
OB DWW T, BRI R BRI 2 R o TV D 72 DI O FFR#EAZ L T
BWZ L2 5000 u‘:

MAWP/P; < 1L5OHFIFHIZI W TIE, W& A BT ORI KT LT API/ASME-FFS
ZHEA L TOLZRMOFN AL T2 Z &N TED.
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FAE HmERE

4.1 R

KiHmLTIE, FEM 12X 532 2 b—y g VTS REGEICHR A AT 2% O
HREERME 2T L, WRICHERGOEEN FEE AW TERE O/EMETM AT 72, LLTFIZ
HBonr-mAesE LD 5.

1. FEM L5 v 32— a3 Ul LT, MEREGHICHANE C-ERE O, KAE
W EREEES) & OBIMRZF~T-. ZOREER, AR X BRI OJ5 05 AREEE )T
WREEZ D2 L, FIEEMOBAITIMNEREE 2 TH b E D EENNE L0
ZEmbhols. THERRER EREtORIZED LD EEZ BN, R/CDENKE
W DS 6 L TR AR 20770,

2. EEMEFEZEA L, B8 ORI 21T o 7o/ 5, MERFELES API/ASME-FFS % f§ 15
AT OMFAET DELEICE AT 2 &, REEMIREIZ OV T, RVOBRIICR LTtk
0 ORI 225 2 3 5 MEEDH Y, S IEE MR DWW TR, BRI L BREZFf > T
WD T OIA ORI Z T THORWI EEH LM L.

3. MAWP/P; < 1.5O#FIZIVNTIX, MG ANEFEITE ORI LT API/ASME-FFS
ZEA L CHLE2MOFMMNRTEDZ L 2L LT

42 SHRORE

AL TIT ST FEM ¥ X 2 bL— a3 U, BRIBIRORT XA —2 % b HRER -T2
— ADHDIRHT LT 2 T, FEERICE & 2AEE 7 mE 23 40mm 282 55
ELHDH=D, KTV REWVBRIZOWTOITHAT O LERH D

Fio, AR TIIRE L DIEDORE S E—DIZEDTFEM v 2 L—y a3 U E To T2
2, FEEEIZT T P THOLN TV AEE D KE EOREIZZIKICh->Tnb. fEL
NE DN, WELHERERIZED, b EEXTHEOMITEITV, RACIRRERISK
FHXEEMETELZEAT 2 28T, H 60 SEE O RTRE 22 I8 A R 2 8 <
ZEDMARRICRD EEBEZLND.
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A

WHAFZTIT 2 ERBVL RSS2 LTV & £ L. lHERO T T 21T 9
ZET, FEMESBOEEMEICOVWTIRSFES I ENHBRE L. MIEICEAL ThEx D
BiE0EfATaE S, FERICTHIMICA Y £ Uiz, RUEERRICIE, BIES T8 ZHRHEOF
FEH L L COMEZETIRE A W2 EE Lis, ARz FAETH DRI LTI
WICTZ LU R —ICBE LW E, IS E EE b TIAWEIPE Cax o5hix SE T
FEE L. FRERIICIE, FREREZEL TV X, FABERSIFREELEEZED Z
EMHPRE L, REGHR L RiIFET

Fhes NP ERRRE O PR ERRIZ 1T, FEaRICB L Tl 2 R CWwWeiZ& £ L. BIC
LWMZH D LT, FAOMFRENERCHERERHNCE L THRIS L TWEEE, iR ZE
REBYELE. LDEVESH L BT ET.

FARNOSMEFE TN ZEWE MLR ZE S T, Bix e - UHEHE D 5~ L iF5e
R 2@mE SETWEEEE L., ENEGROBBIZOVTORBERGEL /L2 LN
Hokiz7=, FEFICEERB R E 720 F L. MLR ZEE SO 2 IZEEHH L BT £,

M2 OARFTE L1F, 8L 72 < BVWNBFAZMRD IR, IRICITEE £ > oK s %
FTHZENTEELEZ. BB LEEI LT, TA MOAEKTITHNRNEICEED B
WRAELWI BOEMDZENTEE L. WHEIX, BEEASS FORBREENL TE
RLWa—bt—DANFTZHZTINELE. GREICE, TN LEE#HOSSITENS
NFELEZ. HEEIL, HOE DR EFLS o T LIRSS TWE L. HREFEIZIE,
ANEZKT D EST-RIFE A MR T =<V RAZONWTHZ ZENE LI-. Z0fh M1
& B4 LEEMEENT, FLTHWTETHE LN TT. 2EMOEHAFREZELED
BIDEFMREA L N—DOEBNTTEERNET. OB ES TINE LT

BB, FADMFFENEEN 0 LRI & SR 21T © TV 2 W T FIRITRWEH O F %
BFET.
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PO5E T8k

5.1 MEERNVEEEBETFEOBRS

NN T, R TR EDEHIT—o>—oDa R hMEL, RO NEFET D
HEIE TR OWIERSCHEM AR S, WEOHAEECHMRBRIC R 2 G T2 %
HNDZLICLoTRODZENTE .

—J5, A MNEL, F—HEORERN DI HEEDIL, FaBRCEEOTEEEE NS
FOMEERERZRDD Z LIZTERV. 20X 9 REAITIE, MERESCHEDIZS X
D> D A IE ) OGRS % BRI R 3 2 fesRim) i i B TR A S Th 5.

5.1.1 &Y OIRGE R F X
PR AR B R%K

HEIEY D & HIIRT — R D DL E 2 EEINCTHE T 5 72D120F, I ok
B — F2RWICREAT ILERH D . MEVOBET— NI, EE, Al dhiF
I ELROWIEET— FVFET D, WE, BEEE— NIRRT 2 AHEEERN 2 x ~x, &
THIE, ZOMIEE— FOARITIKRA TR I NS RIVREES gz W TERSND.

gi(xq, x5, 0, %) > 0 1 EEE — R34 L.

R — Riloxh L CEm T 242
9i(x1, %z, , %) < 0 ¢ BT — NI4T 5.

R — Rl L CHE Y TR

(5.1)

DFE Y, RIFREREE g PN EDEZR HIXMIEE— FIIRET L &2, A< Lb
DOF— RIZx L THEEMITZ R0, 0 F3AOME & 5 EHET— NisRA L, ik
WINIREET 5 2 L1272 5. FEEIEEMMIT 21T 2 56, B TORNHE L 2 THERER L
THULEIELS, Fo2EDBMMOED LR THG/NEWGERITITEREIEL TH L.

b B E & LT, MEICAH Y T 5y EMEICH Y T D, 2B 2 T hE, RIVK
e gldkAATREND.

X — Xy (5.2)

«Q
Il



S7

Xy Ex B MERAK L L, T D OREHERBERIEZ f(x,x) D &, WEEHERIIMIE
(g < IZBT D f (xy, ) DRT & L TR TR S NS,

p=l  remdnds, (5:3)
g(x1,%2)<0

L, —RICEEROREHBREEBREZRDD ZLITTE Y, KoprZenTEid
LTH, ZEMEDZESENET2OBNERGEN L. Z0I), FEICHERERZK
B 5B, GBI & EEM < D VIZE T I B, WIZHR 5 =TS #EMEFiE
7 EOIEPRIER VSO NS. T2EL, BT AniEEZ VD56, BIEMEREZRD S
DI LB E B O EENIIE RN NS WEEL L, FHEa X IR»nd. —J, —kik
PEEMETFIEOFE 2 2 MIMBIERESR TIIR <, MREBROHE L OMRFR B OB HE
SIRIET D720, BEEMRIVNSWIEEICHEA TR E WO RERH 5.

AFOSM I & A S HRECE M
IEHRARHE D MR Lo, D VI Zop;, RS20, L9756 L, WERESx 1T, kX
2L - T, BEHEIEROAMIH ) HREKu,~ B EN5.

Xi — K
i

Uu; =

(5.4)

ZOEBIZIY, MEREEANRT bx = (xg, X, xp ), EHEERZER EOXY hru =
(ug, up, =, up) ~EEHI NG, EHEESZER LT, BRARELTEAg(O, xg, %) =0

(X, n Wik (BRACRAE#AT, Limit state surface) & 720, Z OFRFUREERE L 0 FURD D
BEVMAIAMEEERE I & 722 5. FREVIREE A | CRURIC R bW R R b EENE 2 0 077 <,
Z O mur ekt R (Design Point) & RS, JFUR & ERERAR & OFERERIZ X o THEW OE M
ZERLTHZENTE L. ZORE(EHMEFEIE(Reliability Index) & FECY, kTR I
5.

B =) (u) (5.5)

Fig. 5.1 1%, WEREEMN x; & xy DHDOHHRGEIZ OV TREHEIESIZZFIC I 1T 5 RAVIREE
i, REFAW B L OEEMEEESE R LI bOTH L. 0L )1, FEEIRELZIEYE
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IEHZEMICBIT DRA SRR E O ER L, EEMELERE(LT 515X AFOSM 1%
(Advanced First Order Reliability Method) & FEIZ41 5.

SR TR AR P 2 LN 2 Z L3RR OB ) WEETH 278, BEFRIZIR WV TIRFURRE
it 2 HAT e i Tl 92 2 L2 k0, EREICHEERRP A BT 5 2 N TE .
RR SR B 0 A — Yk dh i Calr L9 2 5 8 — YA (EUE FME 15 (FORM : First Order
Reliability Method) T Y, MEMERP IR TELL SN S [5].

Py = (—p) (5.6)

ZIT, OIMEEERMRSMEAKTHS.
PRSI AE i g 2 — il CIr Rl g 5 H R IR ST EUE #EE T (SORM @ Second Order
Reliability Method) & FFITAL[25], EEAERP IR LV IEREND.

n—1
P ap) | Ja-prom2 57)
i=1

72120, il ERREH IR T A RFUREE I O R TH 5. BRFVIREERIE D FERPIEE D
i<, MEREEINIERIEOYA 1212 FORM (T X 2R O 7855 08 K &\ 7= % SORM
WA E T2 DD, RFRRERIE O IR ORI O AN VLETH D, wkEE OBIERER %
RKODZEDBAMFED BRI TIX WD, AEFFETIL X W IR FETH S FORM %
s,

= A Limit state surface g=0

=0

HE " .
Design Point

B SORM
g=0 ]
FORM

e
-

L] i

Fig.5.1. The reliability index, design point and limit state surface in standard normal

space [18]
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RELRDORRTT A

EREMEEER O R HITITRE Ru OF AR IR TH 5. G RO IZLL T OflFIZIF
O X IR RIBELREICIRAE S D

Minimize B = |u| =+uT-u (5.8)
Subject to g(u) <0

Z DI RGEAL R & 7 < 720121%, T2 OFIRISIET & IR REL 7 L =Y X A[5]
DEAFEECTH L. AWFETIL, FHE =2 2 MIEN S HL-RF(Hasofer-Lind, Rackwitz-Fiessler)
EERGFEOBRICEICHND. 727210, HL-RF JEEXH L FOR T TP L2, b
L<IZRATH e/ MEZ RO TLE S ZLBMBNTND[E]. £Des), LV mAX ME
DEWER ZIREHENE A HL-RF 15 TR S U723 E R ORGEIC AW 5.

HL-RF ¥£(%, AFOSM #:(2351F 5 M S L 2 i < 72012k b IR IV H TN D,
Newton-Raphson % A 7O FIRIT LT Y XA TH D, MOIEREE#EILT LT XA L
WL THERAT v P CHBERFEEREFREND RN EPFETHY, RIFFETHZD
FIR S HL-RFEZ VTN 5.

HL — RF{ETIE, RDOA X L—3 a > Oigat 2 IRAVURIE R E g D Al 2 W TREAT
BT 5. 0B, kElFAZL—2a VEETH .

1
u*k+1 — W |Vg(u*k)tu*k _ g(u*k)|vg(u*k) (59)

Fig.5.2 I%, HL —RF{EOBREEZ “RIEMIR LT DTH D, FA X L—T a3 B
W, FRAVRRERHEIS = gL, s%FHRuwkicBIT 28 PE CERIEND. & O &
f=0 &R ECHRAICR BTV RN S A2k Rurtt L7 5. REVREERS %
MIEEBB O AE, BEFRA —DICEE D720 RO FEH TRAHANRE 58, FERIE
B OGEITEA X L — a U CHAERN R 5720, VIR LFRENSMNE LS. #Y
B UFHRIE, BREFAIS JOTRSCRIERIEIC BT 2 L T O &k & i/= 3 % Ti1bins.

u*k+1 _ u*k

If <&, stop (5.10)

If |gw®)|<e, stop (5.11)

KB b BIBY, HLRF 1L, FFAL ETHT 5 b IC LE R R A
EITHY, = OERAHICLER R LRI SRR O s L aio
BTHBHIWD, LB N T .
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i

0 \ \ "

Fig.5.2. Optimization algorithm by HL-RF method [18]

IEARAREF AL

Jeil LT AR FRIR O B AL, MEREBEDN ER DA D SIEL TWD. LavL,
THTH O METIE, MREFICIERDMUNOHESMERETHZ L bEWV. 2Dk
O IR E W DX, FEEBLA ORI L 2 F N 72 ERL A~ & BT 20BN H 5.
Rackwitz & Fiessler[21]i%, LR ORI %2, i Ax 2B W THER DA B OE 7 & Y
ZHERE BB DN TN ENE L 225 L5 BB A TPl 32 FiEEE L TRV,
Rackwitz-Fiessler O [E AR ITLLE & FFIEL D . Fig.5.3 1%, FEEMRSAB LY, Fhz it
FTROEHNMEZKANCR LD TH D, fRomBEEI L O R ERABICE T 2
IRk TEEIND.

x; — uy.
CD( i N'qu> = FXi(x;) (5.12)
Ox,
1 x?k — ﬂNi *
oV ( L N = > = fx,(x;) (5.13)
X X

DI, By fi BB O MR AT BIES E OREREERETH Y, ©, oiF
P TE MU 53 A B & OB ERL R M B T 5. R(5.12), (5.A3)E Y, iz
PEHETE MR ORI Y, 5 K OBl o) 112 N B RK A TR EN S,
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= x = @ (D)o 614
& YF, (x]
ot =% fxf(j;;gx . .13

FECIERAEER Tl 24T 5 B i CIERREH R 1R D 726, T OB 2 7E L7z B TIE
BUREF T 2 AT 2 ME N H 5. ERREIIEITHR b ouy, B L Oag, 2 5 (6.4) AN
5 Z & TIRELER 21TV, (B.8)DIESERIEL 21T > TH LW kit iz Ko, HOER
HEEFITLZAT D LWV O D K LEHRBLETH D, FHEPPR L2k S CRHE AR T
%.

E
H, =
'E ' = &
g — !
=] =
= Hs
o &=
z Z
F: -
& a
£ =
- 2
2 E

¥ T N .
[] _rl_ J-'I-f T-*

. ) ik
Design Point Design Point

Mormal hstribution ™ ----————--
Monnormal Dstribution

Fig.5.3. Two-Parameter equivalent normal transformation [18]

512 HEEEEMBITIOSSA

ARFZE T WS GV 7 0 79 2D 7 n—F v — h & Fig.5.4 |R"d. 2071
77 LTI, RFCIRAER S gI KUY, HEsR 8o k3 5 [RCIRBE B £ g DIRE BE %k (0 g /0x))
EYTN—F UNICTIR L, WREBOZHIIRE LOMER AT A =22 AN1T5HZ &1
R0, REVESEIELF L UVFORM IZES < BEEMERP R S 5.

ART0 7T AT, EEBITEEITY 2 ek, EERMEREREZW S = LA alhe
THY, MEER A, T~ 0An, # LB (Gumbel 43475), 25 2 FEAGR KA /34T

(Frecht 734m), %5 3 flfi/ME /34 (Weibull 2347) 1SRG L TV 5.

RETROBRRITITDIR DRy HL-RF EEZHWTE Y, @AREKELRWES, LI
HL-RF JEOWUHRAE DRRFEZ 1T 9 BAI2iE, £ 0 mo3 2 MED @EWZK Kk GEHEE (Sequential
guadratic programming method) [26]% FVNCTEFEHROBERZ1T 5. ZIREHEFEOMEIZIX
BRI % 2.
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(RAEPEFEIER S & OIRFURAERE S g\ 2 B89 % LU OUOR A 3 72 S M7 B CRER 24
TL, FORMIZKY, MEMeRPZH T 5.

If |p*+t—p**| <8, stop (5.16)
If |[gw™)|<e, stop (5.17)
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Fig.5.4. Flowchart of the structural reliability analysis program [18]



64

513 E®>TAhlAYEal—Y3y
TR R DIRFE

B A bRl AR O B 5 23 A 2 ) O B e 28 00 SR LT AR A AU B A o 3
NENTHDZ T EICR_7=@Y ThH5DH. LrL, ELEATHICER TS RITE
RS EREME TR L VEMRREFEIN T Z L3 c&E v, £, HEEEETFERICLY
R S OMEMERIE, IR REECIEIER A O ESMREF T, FORM ¥ XU SORM
IZE DR m oL 2 AR TR INIZETH L7720, Zib ki L Ol
DG E D DM S DB K DRAENME L 70D, UL, Hix e RigENEZ Rt
EWIZXR LT, ZEOEBRLARBRIC L > TEOBIEMFEZ RO L DT a A MO D
BEM TR, 22T, EaX P TRREZMFEDRN A E 2 — 212 X2 BEFERPAZ)
Thb. BT HNEY I 2 L— 3 (MCS : Monte Carlo Simulation)i, &l 34s&
52 ETH S OBITEIT O BIEERFIETH Y, HEREBUCILEAE XIS, #iEwmo
MR 4R S LI ER T 2 LI L W EEMOMERELZEHT5 2 L8 TF
. WEREROENZ < TRFRBEAEDEHER GG bl T & <, BB FZBRAY 2K
BfRE2ROHZENTE D20, AHFFETIX FORM 12 X 0 FH U 7= =R O RMGEEIC T
YTrhamvIal—ralryrEHns.

MR OB Mk

Fighb 1%, EvThruyal—ya Oy a—%2xd. G CHE
LR DMEEMERIT, 1073~107° AL, b L<ITENLULT &/, EMEREZ RO 25121
REOHIAEEET D, 20D, AT 28 EEEICITEFBIMES X OEEMERRD 5
ND. AWZETIE, b DORICENDEUEEAER TV TY XL E LT, ALEUX -
YA AL[23] VD

FEB DORERZARHE D Gl 1, ANBUX - VA Z2Z X0 RBAESEZ0,1)DXFD
—kEELEw 2 VT, UK 0 AT 5.

X = F‘l(ui) (518)
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Fig.5.5. Flowchart of Monte Carlo simulation [18]
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Fig.5.6. The generation method of random numbers according to a specific distribution

[18]

72720 FH(w) 1 HMEEOERSMBEAROWEMTH S, Fig56 1X, (LEDOMHERSAMITHED
Lo DVER T % BRI R Lz b O CTd 5. Gumbel 434, Frechet 434, Weibull 347 1,
e R34 RS O W BIE F = (wy) DMENTIIIZ B2 b b 7=, —HEELE ) 5 (5.18)I2 L » T
IO DERDMIWE I ZHHTHZENTE S, L, EBSAE X OREERY
A0 VLR SR AT BAER O W BSOS RAT N - 2 DTz, BEHEEZ AW LINER S H.
AWFFECTIE, EREELDOERITIZR v 7 R« 2 2T k241 V5. *HEEFRATLN(, §)
WD LN X, Ay 7 A« X 27 —JEIC L0 AR LI ERELE N 2 O CRACCT AR
5.

ulN = exp(A + u) (5.19)

AR EINTZELEART b u = (ug,uy, -, uy) ZIEEICE b 2 MR H 7 S VITIRAT D
Z & CIRAVIRRER g 2 3t R L, #EM O E %2179
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(g>0:MHELZ\ or g <0 : T2 ). 2o & &, FRERMEIW)

1forg<o

2
0 otherwise (5.20)

1) ={

MWD &, BITEERNOE TNy 2 b—ya DX DEEREP L, RATEH X
HiLb.

1 n
P = Nz ICuy) (5.21)
i=1
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