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2-1. 4A% Bgol B Tuas)

ZUaAEe 4gel U0} Bl A6l weh Fuas) ol 2L, A
oz Tt ARA B9e] #EoE Lerte RPN E BBzt 2
T, ARV B0 aEd sdol oldge s delste SRSt stEAt &
T, AWAZL Rov], FHARAN AL TR Uitk

Table 1. Explosive limits by means of the direction of flame propagation
for methane[2, 3]

Vessel state Direction of Tubelcem or L] Explosive limits[vol%]
: propagation | Diameter | Length LEL UEL
75 150 5.35 14.85
Upwards 6.0 200 5.40 14.80
4.0 100 5.50 14.10
75 150 5.40 13.95
Confined tube | Horizontal 6.0 200 5.40 14.30
4.0 100 5.60 13.90
75 150 5.95 13.35
Downwards: 60 | 200 6.0 13.40
B 4.0 100 6.1 13.30
8L 50£0.1 -
Sphere Upwards 20L 50%£01 | 159%0.1
120L 50%0.1 | 157202

2-2. vjgte] ZutaiA o] 2xojEA]
Zabetakis 5[4]2 Burgess-Wheeler 2§ o] &3t} ehslea
E4% g Zo| AAlssTh
L{H=Ly[1-7.21x10""(¢~25)] (D
T3 Zabetakis[5]E Z Ao e 2EEALE DGV Yl Aig, T
A, HE a2y EdegAdAe stde&E 1300CeSE 7HE3Eke 2
S At
L{H=Lyx[1-7.8710""(+—25)] @)
Gmehling 5[6] o] &A= gzt 22 #4248 22354
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L{f=Ly[1-7.25x10"%(¢t—25)] (3)
Hustad §[7]S HemZestsisistge) Zagide] 2x9&48 oen ol
A A &+ e,

L{(#)=Lyx[1—0.00085(t~25)] (4)
Hal81& 4719 4& Hasted ten 2& 42 AAlstgh
L{D=L,x[1-7.69%x107(¢t—25)] 5)

3t Cashdollar[9]2 Th2# 22 Burgess-Wheelerd & £33l &0 b
FAE dEslE AL AAEAT

(2T
Cr= cT”(—w—273 — )[1 0.000072( T— T)] ®)

471 Cre &5 ToM AFE=[g/mld 98 @4, Cr e 2% Tyl @4,
exx Colth,

2-3. @At E EugA e &y
Bodurtha(10]+ 4#HW9 0.1~20.7Mpacld E3ersieie]l Zubabsizel gt ol
EAg e 2ol AAlskR 3l
U,= Uy+20.6(log P+ 1) M
714 Uy latm, 208Koll A 9] ZudgtAlolsr, P doigdE eg Mpaoltt
Vanderstraeten 5(11]& d&# ¥7] EFEAAM ¢8-S 5500Kpa7tA S8 Z
FEAe dHAEHNE st e 2ol AA A4

2
A71 Ulpy) € latm, 298K M 9] Z243H4) p & AugE oz Kpaolth

U(p,) = U<po>[1+o.o466<§-01— - 1)—0.000269(%— 1Y ®

Table 2. The autoignition temperature of several reported data for methane

L Tl AIT[C] |
CCompound ol e s e e o = e s e P -
! [NFPA| CRC NFPA Sigma Hilado|SFPE- Scott |Kong [Smyth] Zabetakis™|

I~ : - i T i i
| CH.  '-162|-162] 537 5367 537 | 540 - 632 | 640 | 1040 | 1040 |

* Hot metal surface

=+ Hot gas
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Caron 5(12]2 AALsHHe] 2EAEH R et 22 45 AAlsih

In(p,) = 4380 — 13,9 | 0

Zuede F2E 48 27 29FAe AU 29 2dn GAdYge]
weh GebAthe AL Table 1914 @ 4 %th 1 B ATE S Bwad
A AEE A3t o} HEAL bvol% EL 3 vabes, e 15v0l%S

Zo] 1&gt 2y A2 £HE AEd Ay A B2FHE YA E FEAE
5vol%, AEHAIE 159vol%(2F 16vol%) S AHeste A 1 ‘3}%"—‘? st

3-2. vigte] Tdatd) LEoE
2 ATME Zabetakis TS HRE olgsl 7|Ee] 2uAg AEF B
2Hge 24U% 2 Aolg wolzz e 2e AR FHAL AN F.

L{H=1Lx[1.099—1.552x10"%(¢t—25)] (10)
21 (10) 223 7129 2448 HFE 4 (52 v]awste] Table 30 Ueh)
B Qo) AAE o] 7|Eo] AAS Amch 2ty Q) YA} BAFm
At

st

Table 3. Comparison of A.A.D. of the LEL with temperature
variation using several correlation for methane

No. Temp. LEL Ean.(5) Eqn.(10)

1 -123.15 6.64 557 6.64

2 -86.15 6.37 543 6.36

3 5515 6.11 531 6.12

4 -27.15 5.89 5.20 5.90

5 9.85 561 506 561

6 25 5.00 5.00 5.00
AAD. - - 0.675 0.007

Ao og Fabgkst BRG] vaelM 2 Aolg me] Fu gong

2 ATANE AR FANS AAFDA Bk AFAA A" E2AS 4

o BAAE AND wh glo] B AToIN BUARE RAold AZE 24HE

ANSATG, EE A 24 2D ked Tgwsle de BAE @3
4 9t BUSe BFIARNE 23 hev 2 FANES AU

Table 40 2zt 4kl ol Fabghst £Rghe vlmetel YT 4 (D3



A (12)0 o7 FAbgka @] 2 2bolE Holuh, A U3l % FAge 8
g3 Bop dAsa Ao '
UEL(P)=9.092+ 13 .346log P a1
UEL(P)=15.816 —9.983log P+ 11.165log P* (12)

UEL(P)=15.011+3.835log P—7.128log P* +5.826 log P° (13)

Table 4. Comparison of A.AD. and A APE of the UEL with
pressure variation using several correlation for methane

No. P(atm) UEL Eqgn.(11) | Eqn.(12) | Eqn.(13)
1 1 15.00 9.09 15.82 15.01
2 5 16.40 18.42 14.29 16.19
3 10 | 17.10 2244 17.00 1754
4 30 24.60 2880 25.43 23.90
5 50 29.00 31.77 31.08 29.52
6 125 45.50 37.08 43.98 4542
AAPE - - 21.345 5.466 1.451
AAD - - 4,777 1,244 0.325
Hgte] ZAg ZodatstAle] &gl dis AAlE o] gleng B AT 43
4 Qe A 4 ANUTh oY TeyeAel JFAEgl daie
Bodurthaz7b A|Ajg Ae] glemz B AfoA AAg FAitald ot FAbgz
Bodurtha#lell &3 Alitel F4ghs FH3 T vwste] Table 59 WA
Table 5. Comparison of A.A.D. and A.APE of the UEL with
pressure variation using several correlation for methane
~No. | Platm) UEL | Bodartha | Ean.(13)
1 1 15.00 15.00 15.01
2 5 16.40 29.40 16.19
3 10 17.10 35.60 17.54
4 30 24.60 4543 23.90
5 50 29.00 | 4800 29.52
6 15 | 4550 | 20 | 4542
AAPE. . - - 60927 | 1451
_AAD. | - - | 14005 0.325
Z gt A 2 %‘% 2 0\3? IH A A3 232 Bodurtha2l$ w23t ZI 7]E9
49 Bodurthe®l 2.2 F94R9) GBS dFshlole F2%t emze @

[}
= AFA S G

= 7o) migtAseh

LEL(P) LEL(P)[O 999 + 8.627><10_3('P~1)—2.722><10_6(P—1)2(14)
+1.643410°(P—1)°]

UEL(P)=15.011+3.835log P—7.128log P> +5.826 log P*
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3-4. o] AANsH 1B

el Adusyge ofd g9 1 HAE A AelME 50TE AE
sl b B4 gl $8 L §9 A ;e EWY FS o 1000CY AR of
g3k Aol whgH s,

D d 53 Aside dge] HLetdAlE Svol%, oAs 159vol%
(2 16vol%)E AH&3foF drt.

2) vgke] Q2 e T 2xEAL ke 2t
L{H=Ly[1.099—1.552%10"3(t—25)]
3) vigke] ZuwralstAlel AshAe] A EA e ohgn o
LEL(P)= LEL(P)[0.999 +8.627x10 "% P—1)—2.722x10~%(P—1)*

+1.643%x10 7% (P—1)*]
UEL(P)=15.011+3.835log P—7.128log P> +5.826 log P*
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