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Abstract: A method for quickly detemining the crack grow th curve of offshore steel platforms is presented in the paper.
The information used in them ethod ismuch more than that in the traditional methods W ith thismethod, engineerscanmake
full use of the current test data and the previous dataw hile, w ith the traditional method, engineers can only use the current
test data Thus, fever pecimens are required in thismethod and the result ismore accurate A comparative study is als
made in the paper.
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