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ESTIMATION OF BURIED PIPE STRAINS UNDER SEISMIC RISK
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Fig. 1 Buried Pipe and Horizontally Propagating
Seismic Wave.
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Strain Relationship.
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Table 1 Pipe Dimensions.

Dimension ]
Diameter Dmm 611.3
Thickness dmm 10.3
Radius of Curvature R 1.5xD
Pipe Factor I3 0.1011
Stress Intensification Factor i 4.147
Flexibility Factor n 16.32
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