40 % F4 M
2018 4 8 J

B B M E X FEFE R
JOURNAL OF NATIONAL UNIVERSITY OF DEFENSE TECHNOLOGY

Vol. 40 No. 4
Aug. 2018

doi;10. 11887/j. cn. 201804026

http://journal. nudt. edu. cn

R mEEHATEETEEEHRARREE-

AR

B BEER 285

(1. BEIAEKXFE MASHFESrR, b KL 430033,
2. HBEMMERRKEZAAREM IR AR TS, #d KX 430033)

B AR BB RS AT PG A SRR, nT FEVE A PG B E T TSR A 2 R 1A L
PERVEASE o M ATSEVEPE A FE A3 Jo B | 82 e i b 000 B TR IO 45 5 T D 1 A 8 T S R DAl e

AR m] SRR Al BIIE 00 A SR D S F S8R, 207

BAEE T 4% AT FE VT AY BIE e AR S5 4 mT S 4k

HIPEI AL G T A R TT ARSI ST i B B, 48 Hh T BRSO AR ZE My T SR T ) EEAT
SRR IR) - U A s BEHIL T S5 5 MMM T 5 s AR A P SV 5 AL AR ks X i) 2

RESES:U661.43 TEIRE:A

NXEHHS 1001 —2486(2018)04 - 173 - 08

Current status and prospect for the method on reliability analysis of

hull structures in-service
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Abstract: As the key technology of reliability evaluation for hull structure in-service, the merits of the reliability assessment theories

determines the effectiveness and confidence level of the reliability evaluation result directly. The development course and current research situation

of traditional reliability assessment theories and non-probabilistic reliability assessment theory were elaborated in the view of calculation principle,

computing of measurement index and engineering application. Simultaneously, the advantages and disadvantages of all current reliability assessment

theories that applied in hull structure in-service were analyzed and summarized. The future research outlook was developed and the focus in the

study of hull structure reliability was outlined.
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