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Aute) diyst @ FHE FAd F0Esg mngEe Algo] Mg wE oy f2i
(VLCO)olvt A Ewhd(buk carrier) ¢ AFoNA 7z &4 2o F7isan Ao o8
E4L AA F 2x R Y A= AF FHA AFHA EL FHAME F2 FH F29 v
2 ZE ¥Foz A8 ¢S lom qiEo] A F PG § FAS mAYe AFH
32 Ak AA F/8 FA 2AFE FAY dREo] FY02 ARHA A HFE B =
BAQA &Y Fe) & FRxo

A Al ¢ A Fzo H2 Zx Frde 718H o2 74 o]&% EF(oint class)of
wE T4 §¥Y(nominal stress) 71ES B2 Brigol FEHL YAAT FTH Yo FH3I] Ao
2 53 FF Y AFol AR T ol&Hd A Hrls WAFYo = o ge] U7 WE
e ¥4 94 (structural discontinuity)y A E 23l @ hot spot S 2 HA Fx9
Az Z=EE Hrtste AFE AF=Ea Ao

olzig HriPe M F23 £44 ANE 484 UA S a4 g§IFY H2 A4 Ax
€ 43 Aol FosAY, Z Ao @} hot spot £ ALY R G BANE Hols}
At

& R AME olF hot spot ¥l A% M2 B/YPE A F/8 FA LAF] FHL3H7] 9
% E34e dY R 7= H4F Yoz AESHaA o

2. 3 Y&
1) Hot spot &%

Figl€ & 7ZE9 £3 o|&¥o] A 47149 hot spot &8 Aol B & EHHoz HR
o] vehla itk a2 JEld A go] 43 oy 2w 23 (u, wdiMYg ¥ #E
ol& HE& 84 toe ¥7A AW st} T $¥ & hot spot Yo E FYsHn Ut 4
7EA A ¥ F D §e g iy vs 123 3 $¥ JF L 428 A HAsa 9o
AA F/8 FA AR Fo] o 2HeAe Y Fujrt A2E HE FE¥9 hot spot
$8 A9 wyozy YA g Ao Hodch $E DNV € KR HE A A4
£ B ¥ & hot spot $HE FHES FAH U,

Fig2e ¥/8 A ZA¥Y Fx 84 L9 velyz vk 92 A% Frie FE ¥4
F54 YA(flange face)s} stiffenerste] fillet 4 ¥ 2w solid 845 ALEF 72 X7
strain gaged] & &8 A& L P9 FF FH & Frissc

Fig.3& fillet €3 toe ¥ W 54 dAAdNe F Wy 8 E¥a F= 34 R 4y
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23%¢ Figld A, B, C el 94 hot spot $8& 7 ZAAE Uetla glvh 2ddA 4¥
R AN AF toe ¥ ZHoM $HE FEA IAEHI ol A P A= d&E U
B 2ok €9 Figle A, B, C& AH&ske] 74 fillet €3 toe F42 hot spot &9
€ Table 19} Yetd A3 o] A > C > B 9 AUt

Table 1 Hot spot stresses obtained

Hot spot stress, On Nominal stress, 0n
Method (MPa) Ks(=01/0n) (MPa)
A 224.40 1.951
B 21293 1.860 115
C 217.12 1.888

2) Hot spot 8 71& 9 & MA Hx

Figdts ¥ ¥ 243 fAS 73 2def oy f2 AY ddg Fu FHo=Xe AdL3
I A~D ¥ % hot spot ¥ o2 FElste] UKDEnd 2 44 Axg @4 detd o]
o g2 AY A g4 A Zof FA Fdo] AWHUE HE fd FHNILE do dof
7 Aoln UKDEng MA Mz e AAHEE /MALE Mean-20 HER el a9
A UKDEn® D-dA4 45+ DNV % KRel 52 dA AdHM B W] 2|¥ hot spot &2
2 Yz 2% Gotg 9¥ de M= HdA A2 745 gt ¥¥ #£3 T-dxE #HY ¥
A9 §4 v= 214 HH F2EAM Y £F HE ZE(EFY K)o 48 Y IF
A9 ¥(092)8 UKDEn® T-dA HEe §8 gt st <dold AHeld agdezrH
Mean-20f 7128 32 249 ME ZE HEE 25 UKDEng D-4A Hx9 sty &A3
3 gles A~C Yo 9% ¥z Zx dAxe A& a8l¥ 9 UKDEn9 D-4A M ¥
3 T-44 AE9 B2 FL S48 Boln UL ¢ & Utk T3 4] % vz A=
dx ¢} UKDEnd D-4A A& vusd B gl 9 DNV € KR A wE Az 3Fx
Bt A FZEY U2 250 s 228 FAFolA Rtk AL £33 F Atk

o | a
A 05t | 1.0t
B8 05t | 1.5t
c 04t | 20t
1.0t 3.0t

Stress

Toe 1.0 2.0t 30t
Distance from weki toe

Fig.1 Proposed method for hot spot stress Fig.2 Configuration of structural model
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Hot Spot Stress Range (A 6,), MPa
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Fig.3 Local stress distribution and hot spot stresses
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Ac,, = 10593 X N, 031
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Modified T-Curve
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Method C :

Ac, =10616 X Ny °3

|~ N¢ = Failure life of face plate
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O I | 1
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Fig.4 Fatigue curves by hot spot stress range ( Method A - D)
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