£
xt

SEDHARAINA T 214 N\0D

==
= =8

ST HigE

Study on applicability of HF-ERW pipes for the high-pressure gas pipelines
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Abstract
In these decades, properties of HF-ERW-welded joints have been strongly improved
according to the progress in production process of HF-ERW pipes. As a result, HF-ERW
pipes have been successfully applied for the high-pressure gas transmission pipelines in
foreign countries. In this report, some studies on fracture properties influenced by me-
chanical properties such as residual stress caused by its production process are dis-
cussed considering the application for the high-pressure gas pipelines.
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Fig. 1 Bending deformability of pipes with residual stress
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Fig. 2 Residual stress distribution of HF-ERW pipe used
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Table5 Tensile properties of steels used for SCC test
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