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1. #&

HmEWED KK, SR PR % KTFOHREM BMEWE liner plate
Zole EM, 31, ¥, P0Y Zo] ety RUGES LASY, Bkl
S Maee XSt HEBH BEOZ AN BERE, HHN BL, BEE
B, B¥ ol At

HMaEY My QB AR ERES ooz st BlifdM HEY
ol Ml HE: A4 WILE 40 Mol BesA 1 HKEREE 54
sk gew o, oju] ol Fi ol reinforcement I misalignment 7t
A Sl o ol kM BEH ol HH P WMol Mo
ol G#8el kol 2 HEE FALcL. 53| pisalignwent?t FESY ROl
FZHSI 2 ol 5 Ysto] poment7}t FASHe EMET B HMchol BAESIY BBGM
9 WS dodvivlE Frpri-e,

ety A BREAM - BEHBEWS KK, mHe ik ¥ EFHREF B
WEwel liner plate 58 EMENE 2t AF%, HBEASHA tisto
pisalignment, root# flank AR, root# ik, root gap U root# 2] overl-
apZ ol & 3 olAM root# U toedfolM EHEEHO FHKES HRERHEA
A BUHEHIMErELZ Mirstdrt.

2. ol el EhHAN
2-1 ol &8 2] modelfk
ol 5% 2 modelfb = tack welding 3} bat_:liing strip& 7F#lm misalign-
ment7t Q= Hiol vishAM thgt ol o272 Z model{b B WHESHIAcCE.
(1) Misalignment(6)>t 0.0, 2.0, 4.0nn3 3% uj(Fig. 1)
(2) 67} B4 2.0 % 4.0nod uh rootif flankHEF( 0 )7t W3 uj(Fig. 2)
(3) 67} & 2.0 ¥ 4.0pmY wf rootd#f HiKel £F U 2Fv=d u
(Fig. 3)
4) 67} &% 2.0 % 4.0nmY w root gap(r)o] ¥ u)(Fig. 4)
(5) 67 4.0m0Q 73S0l root& 2] overlapol()7t #% uj(Fig. 5)
B hol AT w EHMITS KRBk & ol AEF st 3)ste
FmEgo] Ehol FHENHol HEF podelbE WHsHAct.
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Model{kol A tack welding} backing strip® 4= HES KL FHH
 HEe x4+ 8 EEsto] tack welding?) %7 4.0mm, 8 4.0mmoj 3 backi-
ng strip® %7 6.0mm, o] 30.0mm3s 3} ct.

2-2 M D4 ch 5

EHEPERK) S FiEH BHEL 57 6.0mmo) 6.0ke® EMHES =
o} LM Hol lkg w0l HE S stRov), RANKEHN Y BRASES
o Frge Fergch.

3. MHER

(1) 67 0.0, 2.0, 4.0on% #3 u

6 =2.0nnY uh MEREME SO B ESWES Fig. 6 o vhebuigdcl. § =0.0, 2.0,
4.0om3 (LA S o root#f(e) o} toedf(O)A 7 = EhHEPEKS
Fig. 7ol vhetuigleh. % olA toedf s ch rootSkolA MEfiffichol W =1
67 MY 55 rootsf Mol PASHA Hhnstel toeffol A BEHKp 2
6 7F s o} uket kx| st 4&& ¢4 Urth

(2) 6 =2.0, 4.0ong ™ 6 =90°, 112.5°, 135° 3 W% u

08 BIEA S wel MRS Fig. 8o vebfict. o7l x 6 =2.0 %
4.0me ¥ 29 55 rootifolM2l HEhMho] teefict YA = A pepu}
W, 607} @St X rootdf W toed o] EhHLPL iz BikstA v

(3) 6 =2.0, 4.0mnY uh Rootdf Hikol 25 U 2F%w =9 u -

[ 9 (=9 o MITEEE Fig. 8ol Ltetuin, root# FHikel = » [
=9 of rootffolAMLt toedfol M MEHMPE 7o 2EHEE L5k e
toefR 2 th rootdf HENydcho] Atws) 2 A A5 U

(4) 6 =2.0, 4.0onQ¥ W r=0.0, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0pn3 W3 uw

rg BT BWEAZDE Wl MATBRES Fig. 9ol vhetund, 6 =2.0 9
4.0mm ¥F 2% ro|l Mmool utetA root#f e} toedfol M2 MEHEP S 4T
$Whnst YT rootif HEHscho] toeff M hEbRcl W =},

(5) 6 =4.0mmoll A} @ =0.0, 2.0, 4.0np3 WY

Qo W3 wio) MITHRE Fig. 100 vhebuio], root#f ol toedfol Mol M
N tEp2 712 ®ibstz o gt

4. Mrol o3 HH,
(1) Misalignment>} 0.0, 2.0, 4.0nm= ¥{k3 wi root¥fo] M H#che 2
oS i3 Y toedfS MWHEPE A —FF UL A2 Y

th. utebA sp5 3 % pisalignment & Tol: o] MH%kS A
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£ ol RIFY ol kM ¥t ML),

(2) 6=2.0, 4.00p u} rootdf flank A7 S ol wety EHEPES 2
thA BEE vAA gee FaAtt

(3) 6=2.0, 4.0 w rootif Hikel ¥F Y 2Xw=d u EhHikh

Ao Fl—%& d49rh.

(4) 6 =2.0, 4.0om<Y uj root gapel {BHZ Mmool utety rootdf B
b mmet 2 toed el MAHMPS FA ook, webA root gapd
B4 ¥ FAstE Hol MET ool Vr: A7t

(5) 6 =4.0mmY 7ol rooti# o) overlapZolst 8% m overlaps] BER
o gt

rlo

. K

(1) Tack welding 3} backing strip2 7}A| v misalignment”} =)ot K
ol ol M Hol 1EHY Wl toeffsch root#olM o] v
Zltt.

(2) Misalignment2 {47 7% pisalignment”} HWMP 4+ = root# e &
NS PAstA 2A He RE 5 A

(3) Root# o) flankmE S WA B EhHiho: BESE 2oz 4
oL gkrt.

(4) Root gap& (LAY F$ EOMrhol HES BES 1 ¢
2 tt.

(5) Root# 2| overlapZol7} M3l oS wl EhKholx: 72 HESE F2AY
%k,

dlo
ulo

e 4
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Fig. 1 Nodeling of &6=2.0mm

® =% ,112.5* , 135°

2em
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Fig. 2 Change of flank angle Fig. 3 [, (S bead in

in 6=2.0, 4.0m8 ‘ - §=2.0, 4.0mm
v=80.0, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0un
st 2-0.9, 2.9, 4.00m
2an
2mm
| U )

Fig. 4 Change of root gap Fig. 5 Change of overlap length

in 6=2.0, 4.0mn in §=2.0, 4.0mm
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Fig. 6 Flow of principal stresses in §:=2.0wne
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Fig. 8 Relation K and r

in 6=2.0, 4.0mn
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