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Simplified Fatigue Strength Assessment of Ship Structures
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(B 8) 23 F AF
No. Model K _ K. -
Left Right Left Right
Single hull 1.7 0.87 1.37 1.27
LF-1
| Double hull 1,54 1.1 1.35 1.29
f, Single hull 0.75 1.42 1.31 1.48
LF-2
1 Double hull 0.74 1.47 1.31 1.48
Single hull 1.03 0.98 1.51 1.52
LF-3
Double hull 0.98 1.04 1.51 1.52
Single hull 1.7 0.69 1.40 1.42
LF-4
Double hull 1.65 0.79 1.40 1.42
Single hull 0.78 0.81 1.40 1.34
LF-5
Double hull 0.74 0.85 1.40 1.34
Left ¥ Righte EdR2H 2% 252049 2 9 $2 AR2E Vehi,
K., K..
No. Model Left Right Left Right
Mod. Single hull 1.72 0.90 1.37 1.28
LF-1 Double hull 1.53 L15 1.36 1.30
Mod. Single hull .75 0.69 1.45 1.36
LF-4 Double hull 1.63 0.79 1.4 1.38
LB-1 \ Single hull 1.72 0.23 1.49 1.45
LB-2 \ Single hull 1.70 0.09 1.49 1.22
LB-3 J \ Single hull 0.56 0.31 .12 1.08
p IR B
Left @ Rights Ed2v 29 52uAe) 32 0 $2 L2 S yehio,

KR HREE 5164 5%, 19984 108



