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Novel Research on the hatch corner's fatigue life of
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Abstract: A novel method to calculate the hatch corner's fatigue life of the V-shape non-ballast ship is
proposed in this paper. The proposed method comprehensively studies the wave data provided by integrated
marine decision support system, from which both the scatter diagram and operational profile are obtained
through programming. The load for the operational profile is calculated with SESAM and the hot spot stress
is acquired through ABAQUS modeling. Finally, the structural fatigue life is calculated. It is concluded that
the hatch corner's fatigue life of the V-shape non—ballast ship is extended after hatch optimization.
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Fig.2 Parent ship's sailing route map
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A3 Lt Matlab 55 B SCHF data_tLL 3F 0 0.0280 0 0.0210 0.0140 0.0340
MEEFT 0.0340 0.0280 0 0 0 0.0140 -
%D_0002_Example_data_1.m 0.0340 0.0350 0.0070 0O 0 0
function t=D_0002_Example_001_data_1(); 0 0 0.0360 0 0 0
global w; 0 0 0 0 0 0.0340 -
w=[0 0 0 0 0.0140 0 0.0280 0 0 0 0 0.0280 -
0 0 0 0 0.0140 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.0280 0 0 0.0150 0.0070 0.0140 --- 0 0 0 0 0 0

0.0070 0.0480 0.0620 0.0200 O 0 0 0];
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Tab.1 The proportion of each region take time 13> ij - - - - - - - - - - = -
among total time 12-13] - - - - - - o _
KBS K B 0 o I B
5 0.0140 37 0.035 0 E o910 - - - - - - - - - - - -
2 -
11 0.0140 39 0.005 0 = o788 - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _
X 6~7| - - - - - - - - - - - -
13 0.028 0 40 0.050 0 < se| - - - - - _ - - - - C i
16 0.0150 47 0.021 0 4~51 - - T2 1 1 - - - - 6
3~4) - 1 6 12 11 7 3 1 - - -| 41
17 0.007 0 50 0.0350 2-3| 1 10 42 63 48 23 8 2 1 - —| 198
1~2| 6 64 159153 79 28 7 2 - - - | 498
18 0.0140 56 0.0280 0~1]20 79 92 48 15 3 1 - - - ~—| 258
19 0.007 0 58 0.0210 4~5 6~7 8~9 10~11  12~13 it
21 0.062 0 60 0.034 0 SRR S
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Fig.3  Annual wave statistics of region 55
25 0.007 0 62 0.028 0
26 0.034 0 66 0.014 0 2 38 116 111 50 14 3 0 0 0 O;
27 0.0340 67 0.0340 0 12 60 85 54 20 5 1 0 0 O
28 0.029 0 68 0.0350 0 4 23 43 34 15 5 1 0 0 0
29 0.030 0 69 0.007 0 0 1 8 19 18 9 310 0 0
30 0.069 0 75 0.036 0 0 0 3 8 9 5 2100 0;
32 0.007 0 84 0.034 0 0 O 1 4 4 3 100 0 0
33 0.014 0 85 0.028 0 0 0 1 2 2 11000 0
36 0.0270 90 0.028 0 0 0 0 1 I 10000 0
K 0.480 0 B 0.5200 0 0 0 0 I 10000 0
}é\ﬂ— 1.000 0 0 0 O 0 0 0 0 O 0 O 0;
0 0 0 0 0 0O 0 0 0 0 0
MRIEATAT H &, 38 ] DL 2 i An 78 5% 4 26 00 0 0 0 00000O0O;
e 450k 25 28 T 1 S BT, G016 2 R 0 0 0 0 0 000000
0 0 0 0 0O 0 0000 0]
*®2 Mm&hEREZEHHE
Tab.2 Elapsed time of each state A(104).a=[0 3 13 19 11 3 1 00 0 0
R 28 3 ] /h ok B ] A A9 79% 0 1 20 70 88 53 19 5 1 0 0
il 3624.4 41.47 0 0 7 43 92 88 4817 5 1 0;
2 1563.6 17.89 0 0 2 15 46 61 44 21 7 2 0;
Sk 5 3552.0 40.64 0 0 0 4 17 29 2715 6 2 1;
Js8an 8739.8 100 0 0 0 1 6 12 13 9 4 2 1;
o0 o o 2 5 6 531 1;
0 0 0 0 1 2 3 321 0
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%D_0002_Example_data_2.m

fuction u=D_0002_Example_001_data_2();

global A;
A(l)a=[11 59 75 37 10 2 0 0 0 O O

1.3 BB

il 1 g 5 RE T R M ARAT LS DL data_1 5 4
BRIFIRGETHE data_2 455, W] LA B2 MR E 19
BRI (R 3) , TERRE P AN R

%D_0002_Example_001.m

function q=graph()
global A; global w;

D_0002_Example_001_data_1();
D_0002_Example_001_data_2();

s=0.0;

for i=1:104
s=s+w(i).*A(i).a;

end

s(16,:)=sum(s,1);

s(:,12)=sum(s,2);

for t=1:16
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Tab.3 Scatter graph of parent ship
X 1 JEH /s
PR /m <4 4-5 5~6 6~7 7~8 8~9 9~10 10~11  11-12  12~13 >13 it
0~1 19.6 51.3 52.5 29.8 10.9 27 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 167.0
1~2 5.5 38.5 84.6 96.2 68.5 31.9 10.3 2.3 0.5 0.0 0.0 338.4
2~3 1.1 11.6 36.4 60.8 67.1 47.9 22.8 7.7 2.0 0.5 0.0 257.9
3~4 0.3 3.0 113 225 324 31.1 19.6 8.6 2.9 0.8 0.1 1325
4~5 0.0 0.8 3.4 7.4 12.2 14.6 11.5 6.1 2.4 0.8 0.2 59.3
5~6 0.0 0.2 1.0 26 4.7 6.2 5.6 3.5 1.5 0.5 0.2 25.8
6~7 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.9 1.7 2.5 26 1.7 0.9 0.4 0.1 11.1
7~8 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.7 1.1 1.2 0.9 0.6 0.2 0.0 5.2
8~9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.5 0.3 0.0 0.0 2.3
9~10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.9
10~11 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3
11~12 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
12~13 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
13~14 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
>14 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mt 26.4 105.5 189.7 220.7 198.4 138.7 74.9 31.6 1.2 3.2 0.5 1.000.8

fprintf(%7.11,s(t,:));
fprintf(\n');

end

1.4 AP L5

3 JIT s B HIOAT P14 IR % e 1) B 1 m ok 2
AT A o AESEPRAR O 38 R A T 0 4 IR TR
W04 . FEA B, BERAE 10 m PA_E B B
JUF- 87, P R C1~7 il . #2 IRSE PRSI,
R e A0 4 AR PR A8 42 1 B0 3 7 B K
A LARIA R 7~8 s (19 R B3R A T 1560

GeitBORER W], PR — R A S T 2R AR
BEAL A, JHE I8 e R 3 2 2 e BRI N = 2 By
JEAT IR o A — A A B PR AR Sl AT =
ZRORAT R AN B AT R S A R 3 A S
HARMES . IR 7~8 s B R4 45 S An &l 4 T .
P, 72 IR A O s Y R A T 333, JRL 3O 7~8 s

P HBCATT [ e d n 55 4 B s
0.25
w 020} oA
=
=
= 0.15
Bk
£ o0
2
N
% 2 4 6 8 10

A S i /m
4 JEIA 7~8 s BB AR AL A R
Fig.4 Weibull fitting results of periodic 7~8 s
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Tab.4 Scatter graph transformation of periodic 7~8 s

A B - A P Y

Terim MR 7 [l /m CES
0~1 10.9 1 0-0.1 0.0
1~2 68.5 |:‘.> 2 0.1-0.5 10.9
2~3 67.1 3 0.5-1.25 54.7
3~4 324 l:.> 4 1.25-2.5 76.6
4~5 12.2 5 2.5-4 41.3
5-6 47 > 6 4-6 13.0
6~7 1.7 7 6-9 1.7
7~8 0.7 Bt 198.2
8~9 0.3

9~10 0.1

10~11 0.0

11~12 0.0

12~13 0.0

13~14 0.0
>14 0.0
Mt 1984

TR IT
%D_0002_Example_002_0708.m

function xdxd

t=[10.01.0 1.0 0.5 0.0108 0.0108 0.1875 0.0545 0.0545 0.9455

21.02.0 1.0 1.50.0685 0.0793 0.1190 0.3454 0.3999 0.6001
32.03.0 1.0 2.5 0.0670 0.1463 0.0520 0.3379 0.7378 0.2622
43.04.0 1.03.50.0323 0.1786 0.0197 0.1629 0.9007 0.0993
54.05.0 1.04.50.0122 0.1908 0.0075 0.0615 0.9622 0.0378
65.06.0 1.0 5.5 0.0047 0.1955 0.0028 0.0237 0.9859 0.0141
76.07.0 1.0 6.5 0.0017 0.1972 0.0011 0.0086 0.9945 0.0055
87.08.0 1.0 7.5 0.0007 0.1979 0.0004 0.0035 0.9980 0.0020
98.09.0 1.0 8.5 0.0003 0.1982 0.0001 0.0015 0.9995 0.0005];
subplot(3,3,2), bar(1(,5), 1(:.6),'’), hold on , axis([0 10 0 0.25])
subplot(3,3,5), bar(t(:,5), 1(:,7),'"), hold on , axis(0 10 0 0.25])



24

EIRAT : VRTE TR HOK ARG O A B Y 55 75 i TR vk

43

subplot(3,3,8),bar(t(:,5),t(:,8),'c"),hold on ,axis([0 10 0 0.25])

i=1;

for m=0.22:0.005:0.3;

x=log(t(:,5)—-m);y=log(-log(t(:,11)));

p=polyfit(x,y,1);

h=p(1):q=exp(-p(2)/p(1));

yy=p(1). *x+p(2);

zzz(i,1)=m;

errorl(i)=sum(1-exp(—(t(:,5)-m)./q."h))-1(:,10)."2);
error2(i)=sum((yy-y)."2);

i=it1;

end

subplot(3,3,1),plot(zzz,eroor 1,'ro"),hold on

h2=p2(1);q2=exp(-p2(2)/p2(1);

[£2,F2,Q2]=xdxd(h2,q2,m2,t(:,5));

subplot(3,3,2),
subplot(3,3,5),
subplot(3,3,8),

plot(t(:,5),£2%0.1983, 'b™-");
plot(t(:,5),2*0.1983, 'b™-");
plot(t(:,5),Q2*%0.1983, 'b™-");
H21=[m2;0.5;1.25;2.5;4;6]; H22=[0.5;1.25;2.5;4;6;9]
pp2=(—exp(-(H22-m2)./q2)."h2)+exp(-((H21-m2)./q2)."h2))*

0.1983

H2=(H21+H22)/2;
subplot(3,3,3), plot(h2,pp2,'b*~"),hold on
[f2,FF2,QQ2]=xdxd(h2,q2,m2,H2);

2x2=[0.0107

0.0562
0.0764
0.0404
0.0128
0.0017

0.0107
0.0669
0.1433
0.1837
0.1965
0.1982 0

0.1875
0.1313
0.0549
0.0145
0.0017

I

subplot(3,3,6), plot(H2,zx2(:,2), 'b™-");
subplot(3.3,9), plot(H2,2zx2(:,3), 'b™-");
function[f,F,Q]=xdxd(h,q,m,xx)
f=(h/q.*((xx—m)./q)."(h—1)).*exp(—((xx—m)./q.)"h));

F=1-exp(—((xx—m)/q)."h));

Q=exp(=((xx-m)/q)."h));
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Tab.5 Converted scatter graph of parent ship
WEim <4 45 56  6~7 7~8 8~9 9~10 10~11 11-12 12~13 =13  jiit
0~0.1 8.8 126 25 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 239
0.1~0.5 107 37.8 50.6 302 109 2.6 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 143.2
0.5~1.25 5.1 347 698 76.8 547 257 9.0 0.9 0.1 0.0 0.0 276.8
1.25~2.5 1.6 165 492 765 76.6 52.0 238 9.7 2.6 0.5 0.0 309.0
2.5~4 0.3 3.3 144 295 413 39.0 236 112 3.8 1.3 0.2 167.9
4~6 0.0 0.5 2.8 6.8 13.0 164 142 7.4 3.2 1.1 0.3 65.7
6~9 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.6 1.7 2.7 3.7 2.3 1.3 0.4 0.0 13.0
At 26.5 1054 189.6 2204 1982 1384 747 315 11.0 33 0.5 999.5
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Tab.6 Ship speed and sea state probability
Mt 3 /kn L Mt
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
10~12 0.0078 0.0000 0.0000 0.0072 00130 0.0326 0.0148 0.075 4
12~14 0.0305 0.0315 02140 02112 0.01957 0.1509  0.0000 0.833 8
14~16 0.0000 0.0196 0.0261 0.0285 0.0067 0.0097  0.0000 0.090 6
M 0.0383  0.0511 02401 0.2469 02154 0.1932 0.0148 0.999 8
=7 MRAIRESEREE
Tab.7 Wave direction and sea state probability
R 7] n Bt
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
IR 0.0066 0.0064 00316 0.0338 0.0313 00319 0.0148 0.156 4
BAHE 02120 0.0187 01154 01191  0.1124  0.1022  0.0000 0.489 0
TR 0.0038 00114 0.0365 0.0371 00268 0.0224  0.0000 0.1380
FERHR 0.0027 0.0071 0.0250 0.0252 0.0191 0.0157  0.0000 0.094 8
IR 7 0.0034 0.0099 0.0322 0.0327 0.0238 0.0199  0.0000 0.1219
it 0.0377 0.0535 02407 02479 02134 01921 0.0148 1.000 1
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%D_0011_Example_001_SI.m

dfv=[0.0078 0.0000 0.0000 0.0072 0.0130 0.0326 0.0148;
0.0305 0.0315 0.2140 0.2112 0.1957 0.1509 0.0000;
0.0000 0.0196 0.0261 0.0285 0.0067 0.0097 0.0000];

a={'10-12kn" '12-14kn" '14-16kn'};

dfq=[0.0066 0.0064 0.0316 0.0338 0.0313 0.0319 0.0148;
0.0212 0.0187 0.1154 0.1191 0.1124 0.1022 0.0000;
0.0038 0.0114 0.0365 0.0371 0.0268 0.0224 0.0000;
0.0027 0.0071 0.0250 0.0252 0.0191 0.0157 0.0000;
0.0034 0.0099 0.0322 0.0327 0.0238 0.0199 0.0000];

b={"head' 'bow" 'beam' 'quart’ ‘follow'}

S=[8.8 12.6 2.5 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
10.7 37.8 50.6 30.2 10.9 2.6 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
5.1 347 69.8 76.8 54.7 257 9.0 0.9 0.1 0.0 0.0
1.6 16.5 49.2 76.5 76.6 52.0 23.8 9.7 2.6 0.5 0.0
0.3 3.3 144 29.5 41.3 39.0 23.6 11.2 3.8 1.3 0.2
00 05 28 6.8 13.0 164 142 7.4 32 1.1 0.3
0.0 00 03 0.6 1.7 27 3.7 23 1.3 04 0.0];

t={'<<4sec' '4-5sec' '5-6sec’ '6-Tsec' "T-8sec’ '8-9sec':+-

'9-10sec' '10-11sec’ '11-12sec' '12-13sec’ "> 13sec'};

k=1;

for iHeading=1:5;

for jSpeed=1:3;
for mSeaState=1:7;
for nTz=1:11;
fme=8(mSeaState,nTz);
fv=dfv(jSpeed,mSeaState)/sum(dfv(:,mSeaState));
fq=dfg(iHeading,mSeaState)/sum(dfq(:,mSeaState));
p=fmc*fv*fq;
if p>=0.01
xd(k,:)={kb{iHeading}a{jSpeed}mSeaStatet{nTz}p};
k=k+1;
end
end
end
end
end

xlswrite('D_0011_Example_001_S1.xls",xd)

x8 MMEITRHUER

Tab.8 Ship operation characteristics table

R fidkn B0 SERBs R R AR
1 10~12 1 <4 MR 0.161 628
2 10~12 1 <4 FEAHR 0.128 351
3 10~12 1 <4 TR 0.180 643
4 10~12 1 <4 HARR 1.007 797
5 10~12 1 <4 R 0.313 748
6 10~12 1 4~5 IR 0.231 422
7 10~12 1 4~5 FEARHR 0.183 776
8 10~12 1 4~5 TR 0.258 648
9 10~12 1 4~5 HAEHR 1.442 982
10 10~12 1 4~5 R 0.449 230

1155 14~16 7 >13 BN E) 0

Mt 999.5

3 HprilhE

3 3 A AR AR 23 BT B SESAM Hr Y WASIM
BB B A A Y pln SCOF R 345 L, 45 A€ i
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G 28 i A T )

AR SC DL BE AL 2 Ok AT U S
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Fig.5 Load calculation in SESAM
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Fig.6  Output load spectral density function in SESAM

4.1 SERpIm
TR 5 T 0 32 R BE N 12 T,

®9 BEEHMETHEMIEy FRSEERERY

Tab.9 Bending moments spectral density function of midship section in y direction

, oFE , 5 mol —WEEms B me VUBYHE ma/
J-hrx M?E/k 3 ( "é }I‘I 3 2= 5
7 M L JE /s i A A (N*-m?) (N*+m’s™) (N*.m?-s7?) (N*+m?-s™)
1 10~12 1 <4 JEIR 0.161 628 3.80x10" 1.42x10"° 5.71x10° 9.26x10°
2 10~12 1 <4  EARHE  0.128 351 1.59x10" 9.38%10" 5.56x10" 1.96x10"
3 10~12 1 <4 BSR 0.180 613 5.46x10" 6.52x10" 8.05%10" 1.37x10"
4 10~12 1 <4  HHEHR  1.007 797 8.01x10" 1.40x10" 2.67x10" 1.32x10"
5 10~12 1 <4 MR 0.313748 4.95x10" 9.88x10" 2.10x10" 1.19x10"
6 10~12 1 4-~5 JEIR 0.231422 2.12x10" 8.90x10" 3.76x10" 6.73x10°
7 10~12 1 4~5  JBAHR  0.183776 6.17x10" 3.43x10" 1.91x10" 6.03x10"
8 10~12 1 4~5 B 0.258 648 1.38x10" 1.36x10" 1.39x10" 1.63x10"
9 10~12 1 4~5  HHEHE  1.442982 4.30x10" 5.26x10" 6.78x10" 1.49%10"
10 10~12 1 4-~5 MR 0.449 230 2.06x10" 2.81x10" 4.15x10" 1.26x10"
1155 14~16 7 >13 R 0 2.46x10" 1.92x10" 1.56x10' 1.27x10'°
F10 BEMREEHETHFIEYy FREZE
Tab.10 Midship section bending moments in y direction of parent ship
F5 U kn WL A E s IR (/e 5 R T 2 PRI Y mo' (NP e m?)
1 10~12 1 <4 I 7R 0.161 628 3.66x10"
2 10~12 1 <4 AR 0.128 351 1.58x10"
3 10~12 1 <4 FETR 0.180 643 5.09x10"
4 10~12 1 <4 HARNR 1.007 797 6.70x10"
5 10~12 1 <4 BUIRTES 0.313 748 4.33x10"
6 10~12 1 4~5 gz 758 0.231 422 2.11x10"
7 10~12 1 4~5 FEAHR 0.183 776 6.12x10"
8 10~12 1 4~5 BN 0.258 648 1.28x10"
9 10~12 1 4~5 HAHR 1.442 982 3.69x10"
10 10~12 1 4~5 R 0.449 230 1.72x10"
1155 14~16 7 >13 R 0 2.19x10"




46 A N S 1

EANES

11 EIAREESHEETHRPIEY FEEE

Tab.11 Midship section bending moment in y direction of design ship

5 3 /kn WL SEAMs R MW= R B SRR YA o'/ (NP m?)
1 10~12 1 <4 JIE 7 0.161 628 7.98x10"
2 10~12 1 <4 EAHR  0.128 351 3.51x10"
3 10~12 1 <4 R 0.180 613 4.01x10"
4 10~12 1 <4 HARRR 1.007 797 1.29x10"
5 10~12 1 <4 R 0.313 748 1.09x10"
6 10~12 1 4~5 IR 0.231 422 4.53x10"
7 10~12 1 4~5 REAHR  0.183776 1.34x10"
8 10~12 1 4~5 IR 0.258 648 7.76x10"
9 10~12 1 4~5 T ARHR 1.442 982 5.22x10"
10 10~12 1 4-5 MR 0.449 230 2.53x10"

1155 14~16 7 >13 R 0 3.65x10"

F12 HEREEHMOERE

Tab.12 Principal dimensions of parent ship and design ship

e BT BT
BK/m 179 179
L K /m 175 175
5 9 /m 27.6 35.6
B m 14.2 14.2
B ITZ 7K /m 11.4 11.4
HEZK i/t 44 166 44 168
B3 /kn 15 15

HT 2% R, B R S B B I T R )
K BIBR BT IZ K S B i 2 AR ], HE K A
22t b, H iR g e Al A, Ao 2
Shy e AR RS R AR R B A U XLE
PRAF DL M 45 AR VS B K B b RS T )
B O TETBE 5 A A S R R — 2
A ST AT 18 45 R IR 5 5 B I AT X L o

AL R, s S A 9R  A f A BR T AR AL
FATTIR/IMRYE U B AR AR AL LR | AR
BB 25 7 L B2 HE . i T 400F SESAM Hh i
F8 S 791 TRT A B T A 2 0 S A 2R Ak AT Ik s A
FUEBNZALRIAT o SCRAEAR R 70 AR i U
SEFERERY o BT ST A 4 A A R i1
K7 R 8 FIT 7 o

4.2 DY
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Fig.7 Finite element model of parent ship
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Fig.8 Finite element model of design ship
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P S 2R AT (VR T, B TR 5 152 1T 04 N
1= 4y an & 9 FE 10 s o IR el LU I,
VI 1 1 ) e KA K35 BAE AR T B Ak, L rp
IR 4 95 K ABN 0.155 3 MPa, 1% 315 19 5 KA
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S, Max. In—plane principal S, Max. In—plane principal

SNEG,(Fraction=-1.0) SNEG,(Fraction=-1.0)

(Avg:75%) (Avg:75%)
+1.553e-01 +1.845e-01
+1.392e-01 +1.648e-01
+1.230e-01 +1.450e-01
+1.068e-01 +1.253e-01
+9.061e-02 +1.055e-01
+7.443e-02 +8.581e-02
+5.825e-02 +6.608e-02
+4.207e-02 +4.634e-02
+2.590e-02 W +2.660e-02
+9.716e-03 . +6.867e-03
—-6.464e-03 -1.287e-02
-2.264e-02 -3.260e-02
-3.882e-02 -5.234e-02

Max:+1.553e-01
Elem:Part-1-1.102 229
Node:3 839

Min:-3.882e-02
Elem:Part—-1-1.021 36
Node:5 627

Max:+1.845e-01
Elem:Part-1-1.105 855
Node:3 643

Min:-5.234e-02
Elem:Part-1-1.105 690
Node:5 342

FE9  RRRIR T 2 A B0 BT 2 8

Fig.9 Stress contours of parent ship Fig.10 Stress contours of design ship
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AR Ry 9% 55 75 A W B PRER I Z B AR, tn 3 13 F13E 14 Frm .
AR 5 8 AL 3 B 2 757 A 1 0 m,, = (K/1 000 000)'m,’ (4)
Kb R 8 254 32 10 FIFE 11, H 2 (4) , B o] 45 o, R IR K R0 1T A B b i 5
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Tab.13 Hot stresses in hatch corner of parent ship

J75 Mt 7 /kn W A EEMs IR W RN ) 1% 2 B PR YA mo/MPa’
1 10~12 1 <4 I I 0.161 628 8.83x10™
2 10~12 1 <4 EAHR 0.128 351 3.81x10°
3 10~12 1 <4 IR 0.180 613 1.23x107
4 10~12 1 <4 HARHR 1.007 797 1.62x107°
5 10~12 1 <4 BUIRY] 0.313 748 1.04x10°
6 10~12 1 4-5 [/ 0.231 422 5.09x10°
7 10~12 1 4~5 RAENR  0.183776 1.48x107
8 10~12 1 4~5 TR 0.258 648 3.09x10
9 10~12 1 4~5 HARHR 1.442 982 8.90x10°
10 10~12 1 4~5 IR 0.449 230 4.15x10°

1155 14~16 7 >13 IR 0 5.28x10°

F14 FIHMESHUETROABHRINS
Tab.14 Hot stresses in hatch corner of design ship
75 34 /kn wW S ERAs IR W= TN 7 1 B B R AR YA mo/MPa®
1 10~12 1 <4 I 0.161 628 2.72x10°
2 10~12 1 <4 FEARNR 0.128 351 1.19x10
3 10~12 1 <4 R 0.180 613 1.37x107
4 10~12 1 <4 HAHR 1.007 797 4.39x107
5 10~12 1 <4 IR 0.313 748 3.71x10°
6 10~12 1 4~5 It 7R 0.231 422 1.54x107
7 10~12 1 4-5 EAHR  0.183776 4.56x10™
8 10~12 1 4~5 IR 0.258 648 2.64x10°
9 10~12 1 4~5 B ARNR 1.442 982 1.78x107
10 10~12 1 4~5 BUIRY] 0.449 230 8.61x107

1155 14~16 7 >13 BUEIN ! 0 1.35x10°
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JIIE R 7 R AE ) 2 4% L B S=2x . PR ) MR AE
BB 2 YR N 7 L B 1R, R, i
HH BB ARE SR Sk 107 7 e (L —2f B £5(S)=0.5F (x) .
RAK(8), 15
f,(5)= Szexp[— SZ) 9)
4o

X

e (O ARARK (7)), BRI SR H 3 — % 303 53 A

(95 57 10 03, ph T 58— S 00 o0 A th B A — E
FREG N I ik BRI S I 23 A1 1 LA R s

2
% >
8c

=t

S_ds

2
40,

oy de=

1
2

S=(80,’t)

PN,
A

PN (”em S s’ _
A Ls 2 -€Xp —So_zdS—

D, =2t ["S™ £ (S)dS =
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piNL(zﬁaxi)m
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PiN, M2 m,
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Ko, 6 =(8/80y ), Hort S,k S=N il £ 5 4 ik 11
VRIS

AR SCHE FH ORI 0% 28 /) e B8 e 154
VIR LA WURER SN ik (50, i R34 ab
(I F1{E M 53.38 MPa., HAKSH LK 15,

F15 WRES-NHE(ZSH)SH
Tab.15 The parameters of dual slope
S-N curves (in air)

A m
N<107 1012.182 3.0
N>107 1015.637 5.0

V27 TR A 1L



55 2 1)

EREAE -V RTGT #OR EAG 1 A B 55 7 i R 7 v 49

m01=¢7x12 L3 (12)
BT ]

My =0, 3 (12)

F A

\/
&
=
ceee [ S e e
=
S

Moy =0'ka ,:(12) o

iy

&

3

:Q:\l"ﬁ .o
=

S

K k|

F SO

Fig.11 Calculation flow chart of accumulated damage

4.4.2 P TFwihEEES
H1 3% 1346 14 LA e ss #OiE B0 09 B s 0y,
455 0(12) , 1 5 o 72 8 W] A5 3 315 AR 7Y 9% 57
Fifim(F16)
%D_0011_Example_001_SS1.m
a=xlsread('designm.xls",'F2:G1156");
k=1;
for j=1:1:1155
if a(j,1)>0
aa(k,1:2)=a(j,1:2);
k=k+1;
end
end
pi=aa(:,1)/1000;
mO0=aa(:,2);
ml1=3.0;:a1=10."12.182;S1=53.38;
m2=5.0;a2=10."15.637;
NL=10"8/20,x1=14+m1/2;x2=1+m2/2;
t=(S1"2/8/m0);
for j=1:length(m0)
DI1(j)=NL/al*gamma(x1)*(1-gammainc(t(j),x1))*-
(2*(2*m0() 0.5 m 1 #pi(j);
D2(j)=NL/a2*gamma(x2)*(gammainc(t(j),x2))*- -
(2*(2*m0() 0.5 m2*pi(j;
end
Di=D1+D2;
D=sum(Di)
year=1/D
F16 BHERSEITMESTFMITL

Tab.16 Comparison of fatigue life between parent

ship and design ship
W55 /A
BRI fify 8.2
B 3.0

4.4.3 ViR O AR L e
2 16 0] UL 35 TH i 4 957 55 75 A B A TR Y

FRE S U, 0 TR R 11 A R AT A
BRI A 1 B R 10 PRI v i 905 1 R B
2 m, DAV T B AE T RN DT R A
WS BY AR AE o TR BG4 B0 R B W ARE
B 50% " . an & 12 ros AR R BT TE
1 000 kN HL47 2556 N (14 55 KN JJ 4 0.115 2 MPa.
¥ 0.115 2 MPaft AR (3), B 8 Bk ki34
BT MR 57 75 o, 25 R 3k 17 fo . T L
bS5 BT 98 55 77 i e v TR B A o

S, Max. In—plane principal
SNEG,(Fraction=-1.0)
(Avg:75%)
+1.552¢-01
+1.016e-01
+8.811e-02
+7.458e-02
+6.105¢-02
+4.752e-02
+3.399e-02
+2.046e-02
+6.924e-03
-6.607e-03
-2.014e-02
-3.367e-02
—-4.720e-02
Max:+1.552e-01
Elem:Part-1-1.110 567
Node:6 442
Min:—4.720e-02
Elem:Part—1-1.105 690
Node:5 342

J"\i. x
12 RARJS BRI R T 2= &
Fig.12  Stress contours of design ship after optimization
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Tab.17 Comparison of fatigue life with parent ship
and design ship after optimization
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