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Assessment of Corrosion in Insulated Pipe for LNG Plant
Using Pulsed Eddy Current Testing
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Fig. 2 The schematic diagram of PECT
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Fig. 3 Drive coil Type : Differential drive pickup
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Fig. 4 LNG Plant Insulated pipe Mock-up specimens
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g. 5 Comparison of reduction of thickness for LNG plant
insulated pipe
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