ClassNIK

BREEY FAEELTWSERAMEVIIOD
EREHTEEICET HHR

RWTEAEAT  HHERR, MTAM, WWARE

1. ¥ S

PROLA K AR EEH T 2 IO EAEREDEOANIE IIZMIMOBLWERE ¥
NBRRAETLZHEN S D15l ZOLI72GE, BRLEHMMEBEROMMBIM LW &
FIEBREL TV EEEL TORWEONRET D &b, FBAEREETMK
JEOFHIEREHE L DWORBIR E RS> TWND, 2, HAxOBEY Yy MI, ~"or~v—2HWNWTH
HICIIRETERVE IRV ZSICBDON TWD e EE2E 25 & M EE O
IHARERY Yy hOBERUNOEREZHET 52 FIEOBRBEREEND, AL TIE, A
R ORI 2 BT D IO BEAEDMOBRNINE Y = 7IZEAEY Yy hBRBELTWDHE
BIZHOWNWT, DFEBETM A, Q)FERICL D9EMREFRE. Q)EEIRZE[8],[9DE & Dk
RETIOVOIE, KO, (8)IERIE FEM BT X D RA&QMEFEZ L L., T ok RICKkS
. ARy MEfEZE DOP (Degree Of Pitting intensity : #84f D &R EHFEICKT 2B AL »
KR FEAEL TWDEYOHBOEIGZ% TR LTZL D) Z2H W EAERE O E HEIZ OV T
Bat Lz,

2. ENMEI T TOBEKR

2.1 EBEBIHM

112, i 13O KRANZ LA EMIM O SR ENTZBANE Y = 7062 Rd, =
DX S EHMII LIRS L2 R[]0 b D L idike b, 1(a) KOV (b) 1%, EhZi,
L Le T hRIBORETH D, £, 1@, BELTWAH S (B) ¢HEALT
WRWES (B) IZBY 3T 7bDTh D, H% e LET 2R ZSOBERZHE LIH
RLZNICHIGETHERE Yy hOBERZE LR EZR 28T B2006005 X 51T,
HHEOMEITIFIE—H L TCWD, UEOZ LD, 20X REFEZENBEL TWDBGE, &
CHEEE EZSDBELTWLEHOEBORERFMBICKHTHHE) LEAEY Yy Mg
R (LLFDOP EFESR) 1ZIFIF—HTHbDEEZHND,

(e ¥ e J
o o
Lot . ¥y
s s
| L
S A o
= S
2 - B ;"Lil
5_1. 3 L ]
(a) Before sand-blasting (b) After sand-blasting (c) Corroded part shown in black shade

1 Corroded web plate of 13-year-old bulk carrier
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7 Thickness diminution vs. average diminution 8 Thickness diminution vs. average diminution
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Shear buckling model after test
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