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gol AFsn Uk Z2we) HA 2 2% I SAYXNE A, T FelM ¥
2 UE A8E AFshed £ Jnt

2. JIAZEw

YrE o g spaZ e 7tAA Ztau FU17F 719k /S J)1GREY &3] A
3, 48 FZF A US o 2ol AT A FAIEE 3}8EF A (Chemical
Process)o] A¥], o]z, W FoA T & Ut 7Y stellM 787t a2
A 2] ¥ W& Azl AE AMJE(Event Tree)Z Fig. 1o e
Figl oA =t 744437ty SEAA7 g7 S WE3he At 44 F9o] 24T
F UEVHE BEFD ok wd WEERE FAHE Aol 7tEF(gas cloud)o] F Y
o] &A)3}A kA, @3}l (ignition sources)o] H-Z3}ThH,
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Fig.l. An event tree showing typical consequences of accident release of
flammable gas or vapor into the atmosphere.
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1. 314 A3 g g L3S
%?'5&74]—‘:— AP Ao Fatdo] Ao gt FLFA gho] FEAcH, dHo=
T e 34 stgel AFez gprle AFAAAMe FEa@A ¥, 4
AZb &k 2y gtgo] oliFez erke sFARANA A w3, AL
gon, £ AR NE FHgE Vg,

iz
=
xu

Table 1. Explosive limits by means of the direction of flame propagation

for propane[

Vessel state Direction of Tube[cm or L] Explosive limits[vol%]
propagation | Diameter | Length LEL UEL
40 80 24 9.5
Conid Upwards . 8 71 95
ontne Horizontal 45 120 2.0 8.8
tube
Downwards 2.0 40 24 6.69
1.0 - 23 7.0
Unconfined Horizontal 25 1400 2.2 7.8
tube
2L - 23 7.3
Sphere Upwards 120L ) 2.05+0.05 | 9.8+0.2
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3-2. x2ge] TW3A 2xo&EA]

Zabetakis:= Burgess-Wheeler 3 o| &3l g3l Zuhglg Lx &8 o
3 2ol AABPT. EF Zabetakisw F i3 AGMY 2LE=EHE 1FBH7] A
A4E, FE3A, vE aEla FEESA MY sEex 1300Cee 788t o233
2 25 AAEHL. Gmehlinge A3MA &S 8l LAY 2EYEHE AL
& ub7l Atk Hustade StAZesleAsl e ZTddAe] 22 oS4 E dad #
o] AAla+Th

Hat ©l& & #Fsts odd 2e 48 ANstge’,

L{H=Ly[1-7.69%10"(+—25)] M

HZ Cashdollarg thg3} 22 Burgess-Wheelerd]-& =38t n20M o] ZutglA
d&shs 4g AR
2713+ T,
23+ T
A7 Cre €2 TN AFs=(g/mld 93 84, Cre 2% TpolA &4, &=

= Colth

O

it

Cr=Cx )1 -0.000072( 7 7,)] )

3-3. @3FA33HE Y FudA Y dHEA
Bodurthat & ¢ 01~207Mpacy Estersieso]l TugaAe] oS
e 2ol AR,
U,= Uy+20.6(log P+1) 3)
714 Upe latm, 298Kl M 9] ZbitsiAloln, Pe Mg o2 Mpaoldt.
Vanderstraeten & gty F7] EFENAM ¢FHE 5500Kpaztxl &8 Zdd3iA e
FeelEde n@se gL 2ol ANs.

Up) = U(ppl1 +o.0466<ﬁ - 1)—0.000269(& ~1? @

A71N Ulpy)E latm, 298K A o) ZwARA, p= Ahred ez Kpaoloh.

34, =29 Aawsy

AARLEE G £ o}lFdA YL FA F1 FU) 59 Ao FYZEE
FAHE d2RE 7tdE] ALFo HiHe 2§ W AAdusexdn
s AL wivt dojus AR @ en2 A, BE AR F A8 FF, AL
T, getgEn, 8719 A7), Fu, §%, A4, /ME49Y £/ 283 ANz
S g&itt o 5 A" dgy] AAusdE AFElsly Table 20 Yebch
HZ digo] s GHuste] o AALsly o= 4& Caron Fol AR EH)
g2 2o
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In(py) = 4380 —13.92 (5)

B8z 712 NI*PA, SIGMA, Hlilado, SFPE, Jackson 9] A@@3lex & 719 E
HE7tag Mxshe) 2o Agold, Scott % Kongs) BRRE 2ulFe) 9 4Pgel
o % A2 Symthe TLFEBUE FRH 0T stdEe de Aot

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

Compound To[C] AIT[C]
p NFPA | NFPA | Sigma | Hilado | Jackson | SFPE | Scott | Kong | Smyth
CsHs 42 450 |467.8| 493 504.4 450 493 | 500 960
4 =@ s P Zw SMx 1%

41. TR LA
1A eSS AES Ay A¥AAe m7)V wok aely 39 - abtdke wat
g}t AFAL Table 194 & 34 Atk 2 59 AAE s ZatstA e 2
AHgstEd gl sHAlE 21 vol%E, AJAE oF 95vol% S ol J&aAch 18
&2 S HEZ Z3 aA EHE M= 35HAl= 2.0volb, AEA = 10vol%
AHg-3E Zlo] uigAE

42 2R TAFA 2EEY
E ATPo)ME Zabetakis T AEES o] gt 7|E9 F44e BEF A 2Y
e 2237 & 20)F HolE2 thegw e AZE 248 AT
L(f)=Lyx[0.964—8.831x10 "*(t—25)] ()
LD =Lyx[1.029—1.501x10 %(+—25)+1.284 <10~ 5(¢—25)%] (6)

Table 3. Comparison of A.A.D. of the LEL with temperature

variation using several correlation for propane

No. Temp. LEL | Eqn.(1) | Eqn.(5) | Eqn.(6)
1 148 1.82 1.90 1.80 1.81
2 180 1.72 1.85 1.74 1.74
3 218 1.65 1.79 1.67 1.65
4 285 1.53 1.58 1.53 1.52
5 380 1.38 1.53 1.37 1.38
AAD. - - 0.130 0.015 0.005
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4-3. Z st gA H &Y Az F444
71&) Fakale) o Fabgtat 2] vimoA] & xfolg B
AFNE A2 E 24 AR Stk AF7HA AAY Zwsidsl 9] B4
A& AR v glol ¥ A7olA EdAae 24780 M2 F4AL AU
Table 40} 2+ 2A2S 6 3 2073 £Pge vimsted Yok
LEL(P)= LEL(Py)[0.971 — 1.279x 10" %(P—1)] @)
LEL(P)= LEL(Py)[1.000—3.836x10"%(P—1)+1.881x10 " 3(P—1)?]

@)

F3 omvg H

Table 4. Comparison of A.A.D. and A.AP.E of the LEL with

pressure variation using several correlation for propane

TolM AT

UEL(P)=

Z2ge] gt e e
9,263+ 18 .7751log P

No. P(atm) LEL Eqn.(7) Eqgn.(8)
1 1.00 2.30 2.23 2.30
2 7.80 1.90 2.03 1.90
3 14.60 1.90 1.83 1.90
A APE. - - 4.475 0.000
AAD. - - (0.089 0.000
43, SIRFIA AAATHY A2 e FY

el ds] A2 FiH

UEL(P) = 9.500 + 11 .272log P+ 6.840log P

040 o

rg gt ol A,

Ty FEdEAe g ejEAd tisiA = Bodurthazl AATE 4ol gl
FA+gk3} Bodurtha2jdl] o) AAld F4kzh&

s

Sl

¥ w8l Table 59 JEFNSITE
Table 5. Comparison of A.AD. and A.APE of the UEL with

pressure variation using several correlation for propane

-G65-

No. P(atm) UEL Bodurtha | Egn.(9) | Egn.(10)
1 1.00 9.50 9.50 9.26 9.50
2 7.80 25.00 27.88 26.01 25.00
3 14.60 31.90 33.49 31.12 31.90
A.APE. - - 5.501 2.990 0.000
A.AD. - - 1.490 0.675 0.000
ZutastAle] A B Afoi AAS 23 Bodurthad]g vlm3t Ax 7)&e
Bodurtha42§ Zuggidle] gYERS d&3y)dE BErt Qoenz B A7
AN G N2 kS Alg3lE Ao] ulg s
LEL(P)= LEL(Py)[1.000—3.836x 10 "2(P—1) +1.881x10 "3(P—1)?]




UEL(P)=19.500— 11 .272log P+ 6.840log P* (10)

44. ZZ R AUy 1

ZEge AAUH LS 3 FYE 13 A dHEH S Y= 540CE ALE3)
B, 7t2 I Aol &3 2 &9 A 1L HUQJ FS ¢F 1000CY AEE ol &I
Ro] npghA sl

5 &

T

g 3 2 Eg EAXNES o 2UL Fi n@sn, Adwsid ¥ 2w
Aol &5 2 oA A7 E 53 e e 2L AUt
1) {2 292 129 A7 AL JeiNE T2 ZusaAE 2vol%,
A= 10vol%E AlE-3lof jiot.
2) T2 AR Twdd exgEae ogn 2.
L) =Lyx[1.029—1.501x103(¢—25)+1.284x 10 ~¢(¢—25)?]
3) Zaute] TutsigAel AeAY FHYEHL 7129 2P HES AY
AP G 3Ho)S Holmz B AFNE e 2L A= FHAS
A A gk,
LEL(P)= LEL(P,)[1.000—3.836x10"2(P—1)+1.881x10 " 3(P—1)?]

UEL(P)=19.500+ 11 .272log P+ 6.840log P*
4) 229 Z} sl e AurHo g 450CE AHL3H, 1 FTHS wilgdow
o] &= A 960T (2 1000C)e] AEE A3t E Hr).
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