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Abstract

In this paper, a detail evaluation of ultimate strength of offshore unstiffened tubular mem-
bers with bending and local denting damage which are subjected to combined axial force
and bending moment and to component load is presented through theoretical and experime-
ntal approaches. Based upon the results obtained here, the damage effect on the ultimate
strength of tubular member under combined loads and component load is investigated.
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strength of damaged tubular member un-
der various loading conditions
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Fig. 6 Geometry of dented region of tubular me-
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