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ABSTRACT : This study presents reliability assessment of merchant ships with focus on hull girder ultimate )imit state, taking i to
account the time—dependent effects of corrosion, fatigue cracking and local denting. Some considerations for establishing a
reliability-based repair and maintenance scheme are also made so as to keep a ship's hull girder strength reliabitity at an acceptazle
level even later in life.
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Fig.2 A schematic of a proposed corrosion process model for

marine structures[6]
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