AlLt2|2 7]t
’é HelSthd 718

LME

b

2 B20 2 M amol ZHAE T2 AR0
X A 5712 MDA IRAR0| XIbEo= 187ie Rist
T QM AEoICh a2t vl Kilo] Bolet St
S RIS 710l nZAeHo] 02T Utk ki ZHA
01 S5IEl Wil 1 SUERS S} SISl 5
ol i Chiet 4403} 2ol w2k

W 2B B AR HEL TASUN HRT
5| FPSOZ EElet HRAmASe

M 2 o §AR0] MM, 2al XY et 10f Ayt

O, ’
Lot 2Y tHEE0| o5+ Topsides)0f A O[F0{X]

f

i (
O, Sd8deke tEA SFEH17t Mk Sl X7t
2= 0IE 11ieh A7 20| ERalth
0l2{e SHYSHE Adl= Highel Sl SEad| 2X

9 20| EI0R WABHE AO| 70%0IM0| Eteted E
w7} SPHSOI0| J1 At YEiRAolt (22 1), ol
AR Qlziol O, Z9| # J2/m TEZ0| OFKlol A
245t ZalE JPHCIZECE Ol2fEt 20l =EE0] Yl o
TE22 Al x| Y ke 22 MsixiRbiol
B sHiraelo] ZRtstn Qls 28 HoIC)

Fire&Explosion

Grounding

24%

Offshore

platforms
Collision Flre Collision

15% E!ploslon
15%

112! 1 Hazard of Ships and Offshore Platforms
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12! 2 Key Explosion and Fire Research Project
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12! 4 Definition of design values of fire loads
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