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Fz2 EBEEMEXHE
Tab. 2 Classification of wall thickness loss

(%) () (%)
=50 1 0.02
30~49 24 0.54
20~29 103 2.31
10~19 4332 97.13
4460 100
*3 BHBREAESHSE
Tab. 3 Classification of corrosion defects
() (%)
12 0.27
798 17.89
72 1.61
127 2.85
1400 31.39
1550 34.75
503 11.28
4460
F4 IRHBBEER
Tab. 4 Dissolution of scale sample
(%) 11.48 1.95 1.7
x5 LA
Tab. 5 Inorganic components
FeCO; FeS Fes04 CaCOs3 SiO, Al,O4
(%) 89 4 2 2 1 1
2.2.3
2.2.2
2 y 1
2 ~10 10%,
4 ~8 1 1 L
: 1 (1)
(1) L] 2 1 L] 1
: : ()
, (2) 60°C 30C ,
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Tab. 6 Forecast of estimated repair factor
Fer
2009 2011 2012 2013 2014
A 0.85 0.86 0.89 0.96 1.17
B 0.91 0.94 0.99 1.04 1.10
C 0.90 0.93 0.95 0.98 1.02
Fer Fer 2013 4
: 2009 Fer Fer 2013 6
“17, 2012 3 , ,
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Analysis and assessment of the result of Bonan oil & gas field
subsea pipeline in-line inspection

WU Qiu-yun, LI Cheng-gang, YANG Jing-hong, ZHANG Jing-an, ZHEN Hui
(China Oilfield Services Limited, Geophysical Department, Tianjin 300451, China)
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Abstract: With the corrosion analysis method to in-line inspection data of subsea pipeline in Bonan oil&gas field,
waste analysis, corrosion rule analysis and estimated repair factor analysis were carried out with the conclusion of
corrosion rule, safety condition and the operation suggestion. It is the first time that utilization of the corrosion
analysis method to subsea pipeline in-line inspection result in China, which is significant to the following inspect

result analysis project.
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