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FITNESS - FOR — SERVICE SOFTWARE SYSTEM FOR PITTING DEFECTS

LI Xiaogang, FU Dongmei, DONG Chaofang, REN Huali
( University of Science and Technology Beijing, Beijing 100083)

ABSTRACT A Fitness — For — Service software system for pitting defects was manufactured to make
safe evaluation and calculate the residual life for equipment which contain pitting defects based on the
newest advantage of Fitness — For — Service technology. The software system can give the applicability
automatically with input the size of equipment and defects. The testing showed that the software can

be used to make run/repair/replace decisions will ensure that damaged pressurized equipment can con-

tinue to operate safely.
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Fig.1 Pitting classifying
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Fig.2 The flow chart of evaluation
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Fig.3 Pitting parameter sketch
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Fig.4 Main menu
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Fig.5 The form of pitting choice
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Fig.6 The form of pitting evaluation standard
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Fig.7 The form of pitting evaluation
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