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B 7} % (failure assessment diagram, FAD)E, #8383 A9 3304
2 A s A 7] Atole BAE UFE RHAEE M FAHHLRE o]
83ty FRE9 AL AT A (fitness—for-service, FFS), £ ¢Ao) #d 73
(margin of safety)® #7118 & & Pyolt gutdoz dg AgsHE &4
g7tz 2% BS PD6493[11%% CEGB R-6(2], EPRI/GE ] & CTOD 7= 9[3]
So| gz, 47 FAL G225y FAR=(FHAAAN FAZREEH 24T
oz F7A)el ue SFe TR Y FEE 4H HFF HIYPE
AgEEE g3sn JuEd, H2de ZAe wad we, nFEAR AHE
7129l PD64932] 35 (level 3)olU R-69 2Z 7 (option 2)0] F2 AHEEHIL )
th. &5 ol e /FoZREE AR &APNEE FAIAVdAE ST
Agsd oo olfe, 4% FANN4e FEF scatter T LAE EAH
NAEE HZo AFHoz AFHI dt FEH EFHAN ©@E crack driving
forced] W3 REFLHFUASY 4 S oj2rI7x BE oHFEC] AT
olo] HZole S¥eo o3y =Z=2HEQ SINTAP(structural integrity
procedure for Europe)d WF 2, o8l &4Ht=e BZFE=E T3 A A 7]
71 98 Q77 AYH D Yok 2 WEL () Z=H Bdd ade #7h Q)
Farde 71AA AE, 3 dHelge AN =, 4) FHREHL LI 23
ede ua B (5) ¥mYZ9 AW F 57HA FAE T A #HHAA
ANE ERFPAEE o)88) F2E AHRAHL Friste ANAA el ¥
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In. 28
1. 39719 /A4
(1) 78
E4FIES AYny Qo] JYse FAGGdeoz Ry AAENGGRRA
o] RE A HEgH steAel disty SHSNAF(AF A7 L 49 g4
¢ FAgEF, F AY HMFE dddsty Hrkg 4 e Wit 9F F94AY
ol 80ddl Tt MEE o, = FE FABS)] FEART ol w
NZE §d8, 48, AU 39 JEAEZTEY FIE GH4 FriAlEE &
g Eoln glon, 3] HAstx wBe 83 43 AEL A 24
Ay 7hERe ¥g A wige] EAFAHE FrEy] Y8 Bol ALEEHIT
4], 27ldle FREEY EAE 13T &Yt E FSHeted BE =¥
S Q3T 499 FHE Fole p2EY AF A A AFAVY $HUE
AYstd E4A F2EY Fd i A S FE & Ao

(2) o)&3 w7
i) o3 s

1A A ME FZES TN e A8 FEZE ¥ ¥ F
£5td Aol BAZE dvkxn Beteuy, Fig 1o yUetd uwpeh ol o
sl e 2o 27], Aae AL, HE&EE A W57t FEALeo ¢
AR A58 AAFAB] &, FXEY Asrt 44E 9 FH(AA4 Fe] Fdst
22, dg9 arig &9, F /e bF2 F2E9) s U@ ddd Pop
btk olgh 22 BA Pt MF S viReR SAWYIIETE HEANG.

Fig. 1. Application of fracture mechanics
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FZ2EY SPREE 37 A4RAY 24FI2 Uyolxe, YuHoes £
4ol BHoz saio] Jee nth
@ A4 53

Fig. 2@ 2ol #E¥@an $0) 71l ua 2ol F& A=
sajo] oz &L=,
@ 24%3

Fig. 2(b)st 2ol 2NN 2G| SR, £8 Srbol Bat 24 o]
gz 398 YorE ARSI}

S|

(a) (b)
Fig. 2. Failure mode of structure; (a) Elastic fracture and (b) plastic collapse

i) &% 7tE
O© 2483 dF AFxF)

E3E7EY x5L L2 EAFEY, ol 248 A qd A veud
A (D3} 2ol Agdde)

L=< (1
GC
(o: F88Y, 0 245HE Yol $9)

TZEE FH&ae S8l AAA Lgtel AXNA AR, &E38 ol oo )
2A HE F2E 2457 Dojdth
@ AQFFAA AT AP (yFH)

E4RtEe yEE K2 BAGEH, ol A4AIA g AFE veuy
A (2% 2ol B4 "n6]

K
K,=—1'<—"' (2)
(K 28N AT, Knad 3 UA)

F2E0 A&t THGAASF ol AXNE Kgtol FUhsn, FHEAASL
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Kma@toll =239, #4537 dojdr}

AL &4 drdoz 2% A9 AR 2gog vdehds] g
ol & s F7] A8 Fig. 3% Zo] xZole 24%79 dFL yZo&
Adure 9FE vekd Ro) &Yt EXYNEAN xF, yE S A
A AN FEE F2EY dAA ARE AASdE ALY, old yF ¥4
HE HA o] o]gozRE Ao

Plastic Collapas, L

Fig. 3. Typical failure assessment diagram(FAD)
(3) *+25d H&

TEEA A 23 A 2 2FE SAFANAAN I3 Yeda, 72
A3le MY EAE addo Lad Kgg 74 d8 F, L, K
P7tzo] Aot Fig. 39 point B9t 2] A Ho| JALVRYG AFd 2
oW FRELS ALHFT Aoly, AR w2 Fo X3 (Fig. 39 point
B'"') A{ATAN A8 E AE3 & & ez 9 & dAY Yot F#85HY
of drl. HF WAl HitolA ¢AEA RItde AEo] UE Alde FERES
8 Ex aA sk gok(Fig. 4).
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Fig. 4. Flow of fitness—for-service evaluation by using FAD
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2. 7|1&RE9 BA

TEEY AAAY HE A8 &Y= B AFE on] MANoD @
oA APHDL gle AHolth oo it MAZME ZHFe FFS Z=8
TESIL Utk dEAY SAYslEER g8A dE BS(IEHAY3)
PD6493[1]3% 7R &< BS7910[7] € CEGB(d=Z%x¥€H: @A NE) R-6[2],
APIS79(8]E 4oz A3 YQE mIcE9 Hm, BHE $£83Qc 7|&ac 9
TZE AHEEHAE BUle] &A1& Fig. 49 2o A% ENI § FREL F
Aile Age 248 s 22 GAREH 88 we dAA gAY o)
AFHA oW I ¥ GA= $89HA €.
(1) 2% 543}

Aol Bl ¥ 543 E A 2=st FUs, A el #E =43
Axe 2ol 59 Hdo] daoE Aeolg Holm itk APB9E AYL F
NG A FEHo £ FHoZ TP AJE i, R-65 49 EA4L
2 WgetuA o BF Aol AN, Ky, 0t HE T3] A2 WHE =
Eo] AR vpsh o] M) TG A2

(2) Level 1

WA BS79102 &4%7txe AN o] oW HolHE 87HA %E
7V g E4YIIEE AMESY, 28E 7P FREY bAA ot A AF
B, ¥EFE, FIJAE € K, 08 FAE 8T AHHo2 £48 o] &
3 AU BAFT Holg Fav WHE Atk oo #E, APIST9E & W
HY JEATe A7|E AAYN FE 232YYIAE AHEEE, F2ELS A%
= A7 AR A & Je L2ENS A8 EHo2 2 FATHS)
(3) Level 2

BS79104 Al & BS7910 level 150} QA &47 G gayoz ¢ &g
EAFMEE A8, AR BEAHLE JEAE, A4 E 87 2A W
A AA AE3tE Y U MIYER HAHE e o) SHHIIT
AN g EAE7] Wi A5 IFFHAAR 873 2B Hol 3l
3, H7t A BS7910 level 13 fAFetth, APIS7973 9, BS7910 level 2A9] &
BBES} TS EAHNE ALEEY] diEo FY3 vlolelE 8.7dx, Bt
U E FARE T AR, AR del FEE ¥ K, 0w 37F BST910%4 = 2
g Wt vls FAI gk FREANE HEo] 7HEseH9, 101
(4) R-6
i) Option 1

BS7910 level 2A (E£& API579 level 2)9 Y& &AHI/IEE ALL3tn 9
o], 8 FE & dlolg g} HrIHRIE fAlE thE F 2299 Aol e #A
Aol AA A dA B B anE nys Foe Yol
i) Option 2

BS7910 level 2BS} $U & &4HEE A€ o], 75T HolE9 3
7}x7b frAbsheh. Option 13 Zeol A4 ol #3% A3E 13 F3UAA
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< 188 Fvh= Aol BS7910 level 2B} th& Holu},

Im. 89

Ao el AMEF FRE SAREE BEF 18 § F e &Y
e AL FEREA &2 FEFEE AJy¥AY, dH FEHI vod L&Y
3 EAste A ZU|ToE &4A FRE ALEARL L J4E 5 Ao
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