
Zeitschrift: IABSE congress report = Rapport du congrès AIPC = IVBH
Kongressbericht

Band: 14 (1992)

Artikel: Inspection planning and maintenance of structures subject to fatique

Autor: Karamchandani, A.K. / Dalane, J.I. / Bjerager, P.

DOI: https://doi.org/10.5169/seals-853240

Nutzungsbedingungen
Die ETH-Bibliothek ist die Anbieterin der digitalisierten Zeitschriften auf E-Periodica. Sie besitzt keine
Urheberrechte an den Zeitschriften und ist nicht verantwortlich für deren Inhalte. Die Rechte liegen in
der Regel bei den Herausgebern beziehungsweise den externen Rechteinhabern. Das Veröffentlichen
von Bildern in Print- und Online-Publikationen sowie auf Social Media-Kanälen oder Webseiten ist nur
mit vorheriger Genehmigung der Rechteinhaber erlaubt. Mehr erfahren

Conditions d'utilisation
L'ETH Library est le fournisseur des revues numérisées. Elle ne détient aucun droit d'auteur sur les
revues et n'est pas responsable de leur contenu. En règle générale, les droits sont détenus par les
éditeurs ou les détenteurs de droits externes. La reproduction d'images dans des publications
imprimées ou en ligne ainsi que sur des canaux de médias sociaux ou des sites web n'est autorisée
qu'avec l'accord préalable des détenteurs des droits. En savoir plus

Terms of use
The ETH Library is the provider of the digitised journals. It does not own any copyrights to the journals
and is not responsible for their content. The rights usually lie with the publishers or the external rights
holders. Publishing images in print and online publications, as well as on social media channels or
websites, is only permitted with the prior consent of the rights holders. Find out more

Download PDF: 18.10.2025

ETH-Bibliothek Zürich, E-Periodica, https://www.e-periodica.ch

https://doi.org/10.5169/seals-853240
https://www.e-periodica.ch/digbib/terms?lang=de
https://www.e-periodica.ch/digbib/terms?lang=fr
https://www.e-periodica.ch/digbib/terms?lang=en


634 POSTER

Inspection Planning and Maintenance of Structures Subject to Fatique

Organisation de l'inspection et de I'entretien de structures sensibles ä la fatique

Plannung von Inspektion und Unterhaltung ermüdungsgefährderter Tragwerken

A.K. KARAMCHANDANI J.l. DALANE P. BJERAGER
Dr. Dr.
STUP Consultants Ltd. Statoil Veritas Sesam Systems
Bombay, India Stavanger, Norway Hovik, Norway

An increasing number of fatigue sensitive structures, including bridges, aircraft and offshore platforms are being used beyond their design
lifetimes. There is growing concern about the safety of such structures, especially because the fatigue life can vary a lot from the design
life. However, it is important to note that structures are usually redundant and failure of a Single section does not constitute structure

collapse; collapse usually occurs after a sequence of section failures. Furthermore, in the case of fatigue there is some time elapsed
between the individual section failures, i.e. fatigue is a progressive phenomenon. Therefore it is possible to use inspection schemes to

monitor fatigue damage. If the damage is excessive (i.e. the safety of the structure drops below an acceptable level), then appropriate
repair can be carried out. In other words, effective inspection strategy can allow us to use existing structures beyond their design life

and yet maintain an adequate level of safety.

In this paper, two important aspects of such inspection strategy are discussed; selection of sections to be inspected and use of inspection
results in assessing the safety of a structure.

A section should only be inspected if there is a relatively large likelihood of detecting damage (if there is a relatively low Chance of

detecting damage, it is not worth inspecüng the section). The likelihood of detecting damage will be large only if 1) there is a relatively

high probability of damage occurring in the section and 2) the damage can be detected (this is a function of the location of damage and

of the detection method used). These two factors can be combined to give a net probability of detecting damage at a section (as described
in Dalane, et.al., 1991).

Furthermore, a section is only worth inspecting if it is important to the integrity of the structure (i.e. it is not worth inspecting.a section

whose failure does not significantly reduce the safety of the structure). This effect can be measured by the increase in system failure

probability due to the failure of the section.

Based on the above concepts, we propose a measure of importance for inspection:

Importance of section i P [Deteet damage at section i]
* {P[system failure with section i failed] - P [system failure with intact structure])

where P[ ] is the probability of oecurrence of event [ ]. Note, the system failure probabilities are calculated for the time period after

inspection.
In terms of using inspection results to assess the safety of a structure, we suggest using Bayes theorem, e.g.,

P[Collapse in sequence i,j,k given an inspection outcome]
P [Collapse in sequence i,j,k and inspection outcome]/P[lnspection outcome]

Application to an offshore structure

This tripod steel jacket platform is located in the North Sea in a water depth of 70 m with an airgap of 22 m (Fig.1). The two main sources

of risk are extreme waves and fatigue. Therefore Systems reliability analyses were carried out to identify important sequences of failures,

both in fatigue and under an extreme wave, that lead to collapse. (Note, important sequences are those that are most likely to occur).

These sequences and their probabilities of oecurrence are shown in the failure tree of Fig. 2. (Karamchandani, et.al., 1991). In this failure

tree, each branch corresponds to failure of a section in fatigue or an element under an extreme wave. Each node corresponds to a

damaged state of the structure and the number in the node is the probability of reaching the corresponding damage State i.e., it is the

probability of oecurrence of the sequence of section failures represented by the branches leading to the node. Note, all the initial failures

are in fatigue.

Using the important measure defined above, section 680B was found to be the most important member for inspection. Note, this is easy

to understand. It is most likely to be damaged and it is also important for the integrity of the structure - in fact it occurs in almost all the

important sequences • (Fig. 2). Therefore, inspection of this section in the 10th year of service is considered. Four hypothetical outcomes

of the inspection are studied; no damage is found, a 14 mm crack is found, a through-thickness crack is found, and the section is found

to be failed. These observations are used to update the probability of oecurrence of two critical sequences (the most important sequence



POSTER 635

of two fatigue failures, i.e., 680B in fatigue followed by 611B in fatigue and the most important sequence of combined failures, i.e., 680f3

in fatigue followed by 620 under an extreme wave). The results are presented in Fig. 3 in terms of the hazard rate. (The hazard rate i;
an annual measure of risk. The hazard rate of the sequence at time t years is the probability that the sequence will occur in time [t,t ,| ]

given that it has not oecurred in time [0,t].

Consider the sequence of two failures in fatigue (680B followed by 611B) in Fig. 3a. The dashed line A is the original hazard rate (ue,

without inspection). If no crack is found, the hazard rate is lower than the original rate. This is to be expected because the inspection

teils us that the structure is "safe" at the 10tt. year. If a through-thickness crack or a failed section is found, then the hazard rate is larger

than the original rate. This is also to be expected because the inspection teils us that the structure is weaker than expected at the 10th

year. The most interesting result is when a crack of 14 mm depth is found (note, wall thickness is 28 mm). Initially, the hazard rate is

lower than the original rate, but soon it becomes much higher. The reason for this is the following. This information teils us that there is

still some time to failure and therefore the hazard rate for the immediate future is very low. However, this information also teils that the

fatigue damage is occurring faster than expected and therefore if we look at a more distant instant of time, there is a greater chance that

the sequence will occur, i.e., the hazard rate is greater.

The results for the.sequence of combined failures, i.e., 680B in fatigue followed by 620 under an extreme wave, are similar. The main

difference is in the case where a failed section is found - the updated hazard rate is constant. This is because the remaining event in

the sequence is failure of 620 under an extreme wave and this has a constant annual probability of oecurrence.
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Fig. 2 Important sequences of failures
Fig. 1 Tripod Platform
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a) Sequence : 680 B in fatigue followed by 611 B in fatigue b) Sequence : 680 B in fatigue followed by 620
under an extreme wave. Notation : A-no inspection (design stage) B-no crack is found C-14mm crack is found

D-Throug thickness crack is found E-Section is found to have failed.
Fig. 3. Updated hazard rate of most important sequences with inspection after 10 years in service (Dalane,

1991)
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