5% 9E W ERATRARER
MEERE ZE R ANITFE SRR DBAR ]

EmEM

SH3FE12H16H

H
Vel
i
Hp
%
T
3
XH
il
Hp



IAFSMBEEER

iikRiEES
SM3FE12A16H14 : 05—15: 25

HRDE I T E
HITEER(CN T SR

RRBHAKTF
=RFE

ey

BEROB A EEBL (4858) DT—F
(GRiEEt284a. sANiEL2082)

B FE

1970£E38 BRRTHEAPRSE
19724E38 B {ELFEET
1972¢E98 FiETRIZRY

19724F108 RRIEXFHF
1979458 THE+

1979484 RRAFEEHT
1980£E7H [BlE¢

19824F58-98 K ELehigh KF 1@ TAFE EResearch Associate

19844F6/3-19858F38 REEMTE
19824F10H RRTERFEIEIE (RK1984FF THHE)
1990478 RRTERFEE

200348  IFEE

20055F108 BIFE
20124F3R EECKIDRE 2ERE
20124F48 RRETHAFRATATRER
2013548 BIFE
2015518 FR RECED

masense

RIK F&E. BF

FHERUR « T)I15%E
BOF : e ARIR. AL, SEETIM. NEEE. AeARR—. BIES. HAKA. HERE

FESRE N (BRRECER, BIRHFIGH) 10
EHRENE (IBENE, IHHER, SAER) 6
ZEMEBEGS  (3DENL. BRI, RIGALL) 3
HMBAFE (BHPS, IERGIELE. FBRADEMA) 3
MHERESHE (Low cycle fatigue) 4

MR (S, U, 9>/(-) 3

BE CRIE. FERE. &) 2

ASFFIREE (F—HIR—=X, Fm@YIRN) 3
HOERAR (FBEBIGHTM,. SISt WHEHg) 3
ERiEE (1T NSUE. SRiEist) 2

BRIRE) (RRGHETHE. ERMEAR) 2

EZHUT (BWIM, Rv D=2, MEMSIGA) 3
IEIRIRE (BERRE. B, JT—XRF7L) 3

ey

SmGHCERTSMRRD
L33

Enas
AR T8 RETRATAE STALETIR
rxe

208 18 wuzmrver CRRLOTIN

ITARFREEDELE

ELS e A
BEH#oncunxLE

PRI DEIETY

EEHE FEHERELE
50 b > IS5 EER 5D TERFE
IER(SEDRN
BANIL NEFES. MARURELIBEDORE

SEEEBAMORABELE (RAKIR)
EHORRETNNSEERERD BN Billinois U. BBFEHIC®D T2
RATEPLBESEEZITNS TEHE PO TN
BESHAZZFAERL FENEHSNTVERILDERZNZZL

BERFROBABRALIE

{EY A D IVIEF DRERFTEDIS {EEXS D T2 WLD TFEDRLD
AREFHARLLZ  LABSDEA

IREEREESE (RAMMEIE. EHAROEIAE) 2TBRNAVEREZL

ey

Hasselt Bridge Mar. 14, 1938, £i&# /LT —IL
HREDEL RSB iEHEE (R RSN TR ERIND S DI M IR——>
BEOREEE BEMNEENLL HHMTYT




RI KBV FEHE

AMEY EDHEL

SRKGEAD - HEBIRE LT

AN U EEEIE AN E T DRSS LR ZRPR (C
400 b > DIEF IR R B
R E A DBIEER B DT « T — LIS

N SREREPETILORSHER T, BETESRVERMER U
ETD—DON
SERED (BrlB) NSIEPONRELT . TEAMBRS TN SRR
CNNERRS FSRADFEH TERL<D
FETERROBEZEBEINS. —HICHTURLD EDHEFEN

TBIERME, FEREBICH. DEMWR. MEREAREIERE
FETBEBEDRSARDREMR(CEI &I DIAEN

FAIEHX | RIETORBEHIDODH +HED 1 JILES + B EF DRSS

s -~ 1 P sty

LT T L T Sl ., .. A [RRLE

BEEDFEBHFT Ew

EREEEDHR

EHBRIEFBHORE, ER, BECHITTERZITE
R BENROTH
R : Paris All, da/dN=C(AK) m
HIE : ke

RFEHATDDOEHATRIRLVTH (BHOTHEREVTH)

International Institute of Welding(1IW) CDi&#)1982-2012

ARRERNVBEEMARIES CORNBERERED
XIHYERFDEER
FEHOMRENFF TS >EB LD,

S. Maddox, P. Hargensen, P. Hobbacher, G. Marquis,......
FERRREPHRE. FAOBRZEDETGERI DI LD

- -. 1 P manutny

RATIEFHUWDEOHFTZIDLS(C
EHIFIA (RIREZEN SDHER)

BREE. AERENS. BIDMRZERITDLDICEDIEE
B SRAENRE Ue 7 LA S — BRI (81158 E0YER)

ERABESRENSD. FSAFTADIRNGEHEL
BEBIEORSATIC DOV TOEEE
BEFR. BMFSTOEER)

TARFSEXRFBERTIIMILLZ EFH] ozy>a>Fal.
REEOREIC RS - MEF] D0 [EE - K51 O
Y>3 e 2

B mas ’dm:h-.- B Cimiem S amy L, A femglEii bt L

Steve Maddox &Fh
IIW Com.XIll, Chairman and Vice Chairman

AN OEEEBEE KRS (EiEEastm)




{‘-
SmxmmEsse o 0 6

HT80, SM 58 iBHEHAE FEPDEFRE
feAmgEF, UIJ+F, Aty brE

BISETILOESS
NSRMER. Bis/\>H—ERD A FED.
RERIES — IV 7> H—ED.

NS Z2DtgRBElORESHRZPLO TS
U L. ENEXBERRL
RMAREFHSRSBRIRET S
BANTELW
HE%E. BEA

| .-_lﬂl_hﬁAT

W ; o n_ﬁ : .

INED O—7R—)LATEME FOIR TR

Z< DI O—R—ILH SERFBFEBHNFEE

Bypid i

L EETTTS

.-_lﬂl_hﬁAT

PSR FREFOWE

fite — Rim
FEIHMDEDREF

JO—7R—JLODEZE
KBS H D=
WInsg&hanLanTunre

RELHDOE

— S ; 4 .
Crack .| Crack | Crack =A - TR, Tk
v i #1982

LARGE SPECIMEN
r=2400 )
I e
506 534 1 sa0 | s34 576
2700
o
r =%
INBUERERFT (A B SR BRI
DBIEEZEYDHLIZED SMALL TEST PIECE M16x1
KESHERAIC (2 TILD TR ]
KEBICIDFE | o] 11 1o
INBURERF TR
BREBIGHIERENTNS
HEISHDAEDSDBMTE
I 2 imscs il ...k i




%3

ol

BROEREE)
BROEREE

TE—FI—ID5RFEDEFHBEGERERE &K

RPBHOFE CERZHELLL
ISHIRENED D EEICE—F Y —2

ENTRBENICE—FI—UZKES

ERISRANMEIE I B T Lh SNz

ZLDTENE-FI—UNSHEREIC
RS BROFELE LERGDDIH

IRFEEDENEZEINH

REGRERIK, /NELEHERFY
CEfitE — RERIL— b
W2 I O—R—)LS

E-FI-UDHE R
E—-FY—ODMEh SERRENDH D

EHREN T
EROELACHBIERE
(CfEHNS

BRiR D EA CH i EN AIRE reer pi
Paris8ll : da/dN=C(AK)m ParisRIDNS HEE U T Bt

Fatigue Crack Growih Rate  daldn (m

L "Iﬂmlaau 180 1A es’ jag 500
o 0 i

3MBIDEEDOEREE] (RFT v )
RBEDE—FI—INEINTLE
EHFMDIF A EHBRERSD
CTNIFEE., WEHFMEZD

_-_lﬂn_w-)k:’

EHBROER(IAE 0.7miZED
JO—R—JLEE

FHRRER (E—FIX—UDER) L&
27w T LR

w2810 8

. Maddos (1974)

0"

aK
Stress Intensity Factor Range
*

8.ty p et L A

D b

Ll

I
DUMEER OF CYCLES TO FAILURE

IR ERRE
(kg/mm??)

_-_lﬂn_w-)k:’

3C0-
&
® EEDC_
e}
| w00 .U&‘ o
=t
=
) 200k category A
g @ ar=0.§
i O Q5=<ar=ild ar=! By H"’}?\\\ et
& L0=ar W it regil ot Biowisole
" - il i = | . T S SR |
102 108 107
. number of stress cycles Nf
e terele Pig. Tha effect of blowhole size en the
=K - BB, LiH1982 fatigoe atrength af acraes joins
R ETAY & = ’a._‘,.';— i § ek T ) ol 4 el TURRIEY




MRS ICHTIEmULE
ctREERREEOVU>D

BIREFEDI— MBICRETS
JO—R—LERFRELT
EHHFBILNE L BT ANIBR RIROMRE
5 DFitness for Purpose design &5 -

5 6 7

FE]

v ()

5% EAERBEOTE | T OEEE
WEELL) AL | 07<SS, WS15 H=30 S
BLL A 0555/5507 W30, HE60 24
il e 575,405 v 20%

FERHERRCH T B EHOE L T S TNCHG LITRA B
5 EEEICAT R0
5 AR L EERCHT NN
5.8, 0107 FORFELY (RG0S HFEEGOE S ribCHLY)

BEF o BH LGRS, TOROSANEREE wr=1.5mm,
H=30mm &HS

E-8.9 7AFBECREL EHRAOSH

AR DT R ERN\DRIR

AR5 EREHES S-N#RAR— R DE SR
MRIEKE, BikEF

gRES DR AMEFHDRR
S-NFRAR—2R
MEFSMOREL

SRR RHEHO2mUE

SEIIBRABNDESHTOEA
ASSHTO Spec.. IWJESIEREHEH (CHEHE

AR5 $1990F ZBFETo HRAMBEERDEHMEREDUWE (CHRR.
RSABRER MBI S DRFEELTHNT NS,

-

7‘1@ *‘ i ; HH W | SEE] m Constant
0 ‘ i HH w0 A 1.10x10"
- —— | fi~an+00 y B 5.20 X 10"
303 \“‘ -—==| 0. _SFORACEERT ® ‘10 ) 4 243 X 107
=—=r=t —-—| 2@mosaERT o -
- 7 El@| p 819 % 10°
EZDE‘ = EE=EE aloo A 716X 10°
< — §
P N g 1 80 B 2 410%10°
& S e =i [ ¢ 231 X 10°
g R e i ) 1.02 X 10°
=] 12
10 > IR AN NN 1.68 X 10
0 [NSRA E @ B 5 661 10"
AR gl | © 255X 10"
43 D 6.55 X 10"
T TN '8 P Immu AN A 15101 (g )™+ N=Constant o,:kg/mm*
WELEN
RIFBINEESNRR
ST
N(Z100075[E] : 100£ERITDFEHRTIE L HBEMFIEEB b > Hh SRE
e i AT
W e o b, L AT = " 4 | - L

BEEE DR SRR DR

WiEpm (N IR) CE2<ER3HR

LehighDWAZE, TWiZ Rl & LTz 3 —0O Y /DR, AUOFHFR
(Fisher) (Maddox)
[FFEEURAICRU &K SRR,

- SEMAREIEIRTE. BKTF : Lehigh, FM

- IFIRIREBIN O DME : WHEEICTERNBHE, BHLIEKE

- BERMGORE 1 TO—R—ILOLSBAVWVERTEE &
HRRIGETBRERULSBIHR

* Nc&ENp @ NlIBSHTIEWN. m=3, EEL. BIHBREFEITS

- SHEZREREHR

- BBSH : SISHUDIRF. REGEHTOmM

IRRDFDEE . EOHTHEHRI LT~
ERU. SBATERCLETERVNCENSS

-

Lehigh University, Fritz Engineering Laboratory

HAAPhD(EHI208 (A, BE. & BE, IBEHRORL)
EREFSCIfESEAE. fRANGEE. BHEGREL. IISBELE. - - -
I OME AT, RS (R



Lehigh TDAAFT

JW. Fisher IR EDHEN

BA(CIBE UTzProject : Light Pole DAE EHERDIHSEPDIERSS .
HEENE U IR Work orderDVE TR0\,

Beach Mark Test(C K D SHORELHR EZIREL TRUT,
Prof. Fisher & (331 [E]1BF R D T4

BRI ERERKEF7:30 &£ Coffee timel0 : 30 TOMERIITEADE

19824F

HRORSEEORE LISHRECET. MELUCRBEREFES.

1984 XEPAETEIMARE
RIBDHDAREE
SRILDIRIS & 28R

tngmeermg Structures
Jolume 3, tssue Z, April 1983, Pages 90-96

Fatigue strength of steel pipe-base plate connections %

3hn W, Chihe: G. Skatiter, Dennis R. Martz, William Frank
Show more v

1= Outline | 5 Share 93 Cite

Abstract

The compazative fatigue resistance of two types of steel light poles is i d, both lly and The
fatigue tests were performed on test specimens designed and propartioned by the California Department of Transportation.
The constant amplitude fatigue behaviour wa was obtained at several levels of stress range. Exposed fatigue crack surfaces
were studied theascertain the nature of the crack initiation and propagation. Thearetical fatigue life estimates were also made
using an existing fracture mechanics model, thought to simulate the geometric condition represented by the wclded pipe-
base plate connection. The fatigue resistance of the two series of specimens was much lower than originally anticipated. The
fatigue resistance was found (o be comparable to either category E or E, depending on the weld contact angle.
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O Sudden changes in the geometry
is resulted in stress concentration.
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Incomplete  |9F Over-match

—> Distribute strain concentration
penetration
Crack-like

s | M

Effective notch concept% i 9~ %

- Assign notches of radius 1mm at “weld root” and “weld toe”
- Assessment of fatigue strength in High Cycle Fatigue Region

- In this study, extend to Low Cycle Fatigue Region

Weld root
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Effective notch strain can be used to assess fatigue
.| strength from low to high cycle fatigue region
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Ground movements

Pier movements
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Analytical parametric study on dynamic characteristics of steel tower of cable-stayed bridges is
performed to investigate the individual influence of different design aspects, such as damping mechanism,
input ground motion, allowable initial construction imperfections, energy dissipation and tower modal
shapes. The results show that the horizontal beam height and length and the low yield energy dissipation
system significantly affect tower structural behavior. The initial imperfections within design range have
slight detrimental effects on the tower seismic response but these effects grow rapidly beyond the design
range. Mass proportional damping leads to overestimate tower axial forces and acceleration response.

Key Words: steel tower, cable-stayed bridge, energy dissipation, seismic design, imperfections

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent decades, long span bridges such as
cable-stayed bridges have gained much popularity
due to their aesthetic appearance, efficient
utilization of structural materials, increase of the
horizontal navigation clearances and the economic
trade off of span length cost of deep water

foundation. The trend nowadays for cable-stayed

bridges is to use more shallow or slender stiffening
girders combined with increasing span lengths. This
structural synthesis provides a valuable environment
for the nonlinear behavior due to material
nonlinearities and geometrical nonlinearities of the
relatively large deflection of the structure on the
stresses and forces” ~ %, The Hyogoken-Nanbu
earthquake of 17th January 1995, led to an increased
awareness concerning the response of highway
bridges subjected to earthquake ground motions, the
ductility design and dynamic analyses have been
reconsidered by Japan Road Association. The
necessity has arisen to develop more efficient

analysis procedures that can lead to a through -

understanding and a realistic prediction of the
precise three-dimensional nonlinear dynamic
response of bridge structural systems to improve the
bridges seismic performance, to provide damage
control and post-earthquake functionality.

In the analysis and design of earthquake
resistant structures, particularly bridge structures,
the vertical ground motion tends, in general, to be

ignored or underestimated in seismic analysis. The
current seismic codes recommend a vertical
spectrum with values that vary from half to three
quarters of that of the horizontal spectra. This
approach seems to be un-conservative in light of
ground motion measurements during recent
earthquakes, which indicate that the vertical
acceleration could reach values even higher than
that of the horizontal acceleration. Moreover, in a
near -field region, the peak of vertical to horizontal
spectral ratio is even larger than that of the pcak
ground acceleration, especially at short periods®.
Also field observations proved that many structures
experienced significant damage attributable to high
vertical forces® ~®, The dynamic analysis of bridge
column and pier structures subjected to horizontal
and wvertical excitations was considered only
recently by some researchers® , where the results
of that analyses with the inelastic plane stress
elements, displayed unstable hysteresis loops and
little energy dissipation.

The strength and ductility of a thin-walled steel
member ‘are particularly sensitive to initial
imperfections including geometric imperfection and
longitudinal  residual stresses. The initial
imperfections of these structures that have not been
subjected to -damage usually. result from the
fabrication process. Some studies'® =¥ have been
carried out on welded and hot rolled structures, it
was reported that the detrimental effects of
geometric imperfection and welding residual
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stresses that led to an appreciable reduction in load
carrying capacity. However, a study of the effect of
initial imperfections on the dynamic behavior of
thin-walled structures is not available in literature.
Moreover, the dynamic response of steel tower
depends to large extent on tower modal shapes™,
including the horizontal beam position and its
elements relative strength. For economical
earthquake resistant of steel tower and its protection
from the earthquake hazard, the tower structure
should be constructed to dissipate a large amount of
input seismic energy that could be achieved by
proper selection of tower shapes and its elements
relative strength. The low strength steels with low
yield stresses and large ductility have been
introduced for the hysteretic damper concept; the
energy dissipation of hysteretic- dampers through
their materials could be used for structure damage
control under large earthquake excitations'® %,

A parametric study on steel tower of
cable-stayed bridges is performed for investigation
of the individual influence of different design
aspects on tower dynamic characteristics. This study
aims at clarifying the characteristics of the vertical
ground motion and damping mechanism effects on
critical seismic response quantities of the steel tower
under strong ground motions. A comparison of the
response with and without the vertical component is
performed for two different cases of spectral
damping schemes. It is confirmed from numerical
results that the vertical excitation could have a
detrimental effect on axial force and overestimated
acceleration of tower seismic response for the mass
proportional damping scheme, but slightly effects
for Rayleigh’s damping. ‘

Moreover, this study investigates the steel tower
seismic response under initial construction
imperfections using finite element method. The
amplitude of imperfections in the lowest
eigenmodes of vibration is considered to be
sufficient to  characterize the influential
imperfections'.  As a result, a great deal of insight
has been obtained on the dynamic response of steel
tower. The results indicate that both the initial
geometric imperfection and the welding induced
residual stresses within their design range slightly
affect on the tower seismic response but beyond the
design range, these effects are characterized by
rapidly and nonlinearly growth as the initial
imperfections approach severe values. The residual
stress effects are due to decreasing plastic
deformation capability, consequently promoting
brittle behavior.

An effective energy . dissipation concept is
suggested by a typically concentration of inelastic
behavior at tower horizontal beam using low

relative strength and stiffness, which can be
achieved by inserting low yield material instead of
cross section dimensions reduction. Since the
horizontal beam is easy to inspect and repair if
necessary, the rest of the structure will remain
elastic, thus eliminating permanent damage and
minimizing the extent of retrofit. The calculated
results prove the effectiveness of the proposed
energy dissipation system in reducing structural
elements forces and control tower maximum
displacement, and enable to determine the optimum
position of horizontal beam for economical
earthquake resistant design.

2. NONLINEAR DYNAMIC ANALYSIS
PROCEDURES

The governing nonlinear dynamic equation of
the tower response can be derived by the principle
of energy that the external work is absorbed by the
work of internal, inertial and damping for any small
admissible motion that satisfies compatibility and
boundary conditions. By assembling the element
dynamic equilibrium equation for the time ¢+4¢ over
all the elements, the incremental FEM dynamic
equilibrium equation® ?” can be obtained as:

[M]{ii Y +[C]{d }*% +[K]™ {du }** 0
= {F}HAI . {F}

where [M], [C] and [K] "*# are the system mass,
damping and tangent stiffness matrices at time ¢+ 4t,
the tangent stiffness considers the material
nonlinearities ~ through bilinear elastic-plastic
constitutive model incorporating a unaxial yield
criteria and kinematic strain hardening rule.
u, uand Au are the accelerations, velocities, and
incremental  displacements at time f+4,
respectively, {F}*“-{F}' is the unbalanced force
vector. The dynamic equilibrium equation of motion
considers both geometrical and material
nonlinearities that affect the tangent stiffness and
internal forces calculation.

In this study, the Newmark step-by-step
integration method is used for the integration of
equation of motion, since it has been experienced
that the Newmark’s B method is the most suitable
for nonlinear analysis; it has the lowest period
elongation and has no amplitude decay or
amplifications. In addition, the stability concern is
not a problem with the variable ratio of time
increment to natural period. The algorithm is
unconditionally stable if B = (y + 0.5)°/4. In this
study, the Newmark’s B of constant acceleration

* scheme for the solution of the differential equation
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of motion is considered for which 8 is equal to 0.25,
The second numerical parameter y of Newmark’s
method is set as y = 0.5 to avoid a superfluous
damping in the system. The equation of motion is
solved for the incremental displacement using the
Newton-Raphson iteration method; the stiffness
matrix is updated at each increment to consider the
geometrical and material nonlinearities and to speed
the convergence rate.

3. FINITE ELEMENT OUTLINE

(1) Finite element model

The steel tower of a three span continuous
cable-stayed bridge located in Hokkaido, Japan is
considered, in which the main span length is equal
to 284m. The steel tower is taken out of the
cable-stayed bridge  and modeled  as
three-dimensional frame structure. A fiber flexural
element is developed for characterization of the steel
tower and that element incorporates both geometric
and material nonlinearities. The Hermitian cubic
displacement field is employed for the transverse
bending displacements of the element and a linear
displacement field is employed for the axial and
torsional  displacements. @ The  stress-strain
relationship of the beam element is modeled as
bilinear stress strain relation for the beam column
element. The yield stress and the modulus of
elasticity are equal to 355 MPa (SM490Y) and
200GPa, respectively, the strain hardening in the
plastic region is equal to 0.01.

Inelasticity of the fiber flexure element is
accounted for by the division of the cross section
into a number of fiber zones with uniaxial plasticity
defining the normal stress-strain relationship for
each zone, the element stress resultants are
determined by integration of the fiber zone stresses
over the cross section of the element. By tracking
the center of the yield region, the evolution of the
yield surface is monitored, and a stress update
algorithm is implemented to allow accurate
integration of the stress-strain constitutive law for
strain increments, including full load reversals. To
ensure path dependence of the solution, the
implementation of the plasticity model for the
implicit Newton-Raphson equilibrium iterations
employs stress integration, whereby the element
stresses are updated from the last fully converged
equilibrium state. The transformation between
element local and global coordinate systems is
accomplished through a vector translation of
element forces and displacements based on the
direction cosines of the current updated element
coordinate system.

. The nonlinear behavior of cable elements is
idealized by using the equivalent modulus approach,
in this approach each cable is replaced by a truss
element with equivalent tangential modulus of
elasticity E., that is given by Ernst*" as:

E.,=E/{1+EAWL)/12T°} )

where E is the material modulus of elasticity, L is
the horizontal projected length of the cable, w is the
cable weight per unit length, 4 is the cable cross
sectional area and T is the cable pretension force. It
can be noticed ‘that the nonlinearity of the cable
stays originates with an increase in the loading
followed by a decrease in the cable sag as a
consequence the apparent axial stiffness of the cable
increases. The inclined cable is represented by an
equivalent straight cable element with relative axial

- deformation (4l), the stiffness matrix of the cable

element K has the value equal to E,, A/ for Al > 0,
and the cable stiffness vanishes and no element
force exist when shortening occurs, i.e. 4/ < 0.

This cable-stayed bridge has nine cables in each
tower side. The dead load of the stiffening girder is
considered to be equivalent to the vertical
component of the pretension force of the cables and
acted vertically at their joints. The inertia forces
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Fig. 1 Steel tower of cable-stayed bridge
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Table 1 Cross section dimensions of different tower parts (cm)
Outer dimension Stiffener dimension

Tower
pars | fiy | ww U L |2t |2

1 240 | 350 | 22 | 32 125223630

II 240 | 350 | 2.2 {32 (2220|3228

01 240 | 350-| 22 |28 | 20| 20|28 |22

v 270 | 350 | 22 | 26 | 31 |22 |35 |24

== Mass proportional

~===Stiffness proportional
— Rayleigh's damping

Damping ratio (%)

Frequency (rad/sec)
Fig. 2 Damping ratio and frequency relationship

Acceleration (gal)

Acceleration (gal)

mix. (3.77,289.72) | : ,

Acceleration (gal)

-500

3
Time (sec)

Fig. 3 Strong ground motion recorded at JR Takatori observatory

acting on the steel tower from the stiffening girder is
neglected. For the numerical analysis, the geometry
and the structural properties of the steel tower is
shown in Fig. 1, the tower structure has rectangular
hollow steel section with internal stiffeners, which
has different dimensions along the tower height and
its horizontal beam as shown in Table 1.

(2) Damping mechanism

The damping mechanism in cable-stayed
bridges is not well understood. A correct
representation of structural damping cannot be
formulated from a practical standpoint. Accordingly,
simplified assumptions have to be used. In this
analysis, the modal damping is treated in two

categories. First, considering physical elastic-plastic
hysteresis loss in energy dissipation systems uses a
phenomenological damping approach. In the second
category, the damping matrix must be explicitly
evaluated, where an equivalent viscous damping is
introduced in the system in the form of damping
matrix [C], as shown in Fig. 2.

In this study, two spectral damping schemes are
used: The first scheme based on the matrix of
simplified damping assumption is used only to clarify
vertical ground motion and damping scheme effects
on the steel tower dynamic response, where the
attenuation of tower structure is adopted the viscous
damping of mass proportional type with damping
coefficient to the first fundamental natural vibration
mode as standard 2%. In the second scheme,
Rayleigh’s damping is used to form damping matrix
as a linear combination of mass and stiffness
matrices, which effectively captures the tower
structures damping and is also computationally
efficient. The damping ratio corresponding to the
frequencies of the fundamental in-plane and
out-plane modes of tower free vibration is set to 2%,
this Rayleigh’s damping scheme is adopted for all
present parametric study. ‘

(3) Selected input ground motions

In the dynamic response analysis, the seismic
motion by an inland direct strike type earthquake
that was recorded during Hyogoken-Nanbu
earthquake 1995 of high intensity but short duration
is used as an input ground motion to assure the
seismic safety of bridges. The horizontal and the
vertical accelerations recorded at the station of JR
Takatori observatory™ ¥, as presented in Fig. 3, are
suggested for dynamic response analysis of the steel
tower of cable-stayed bridge at type II of soil
condition due to its capability of securing the
required seismic performance during the bridge
service life. The selected ground motion has
maximum acceleration of its components (N-S, E-W
and U-D) equal to 642, 666 and 290 gal,
respectively. From Fourier spectrum analysis, the
predominant frequencies for N-S and E-W
components are 0.83 and 0.81 Hz, respectively,
which are relatively low, and that for the U-D
component is 7.96Hz, which includes a high
frequency components and indicates the vertical
motion time lag to horizontal motions.

(4) Vertical ground motion component

Generally the vertical ground motion attenuates
more rapidly than the horizontal motion, and the
vertical motion effects are more evident in the near
earthquake field. In fact it was observed that the
vertical to horizontal peak ground acceleration ratio
tends to assume greater values in the near field and

4(285)



to decrease as the epicenter distance increases?.

Moreover, another aspect is not taken in
consideration is the frequency content of the vertical
motion, which is noticed to be significantly higher
than that of the horizontal motion. Therefore the
vertical component may be more dangerous as it is
retained, since it may be close to the vertical
frequencies of free vibration of many structures.
There are a lot of records of instrumented structures,
especially from the 1994 Northridge and 1995 Kobe
earthquakes, which show a great amplification of
the vertical ground motion.

(5) Natural vibration analysis

According to a number of full scale tests
conducted for cables-stayed bridges, it is well
known that the natural frequencies and natural mode
shapes can be predicted with acceptable accuracy by
means of linear elastic analyses that assume
appropriate mass and stiffness distributions™.
Depending on the fundamental frequencies of the
steel towers of cable-stayed bridge in relation to the
dominant frequency content of the seismic input
motion, shifting the natural period T of the tower
would significantly reduce acceleration responses
and tower member forces. The natural vibration
analysis is carried out for the previous described
steel tower modal. The natural periods, the effective
modal mass and the damping coefficient for
different vibration modes obtained from the analysis
are listed in Table 2. The lowest vibration mode,
with a 2.072 sec period, involves transverse
vibration of the entire tower structure (right angle to
the bridge axis). The second mode (0.9335 sec) is
the longitudinal vibration (bridge axial direction).
The vertical vibration modes have period of 0.5235
sec to 0.1559 sec including modes 4 and 8. It is
apparent that the contributions for the first and
second modes are not only of larger values. But,
there is another mode of vibration with large value
of contribution factor showing a very complicated
dynamic behavior.

Table 2 Summary of principal vibration modes for tower model

Mode | Period Effective mass Viscous Mode
order sec. as a fractionof | damping type
total mass percent

1 2.0723 33.195 2.00 H,;
2 0.9335 30.330 2.00 L,
3 0.7726 0.600 2.18 T,
4 0.5235 0.034 2.81 Vi
5 0.3751 1.735 3.68 L,
6 0.3625 0.080 3.79 H,
7 0.3296 0.000 4.12 T,
8 0.1559 34.079 8.35 V,

Sum -~ 99.423 -- --

H: transverse vibration (in-plane), T: torsional vibration
L: longitudinal vibration (out-plane), V: vertical vibration

4. EFFECTS OF VERTICAL GROUND
MOTION AND DAMPING

The principal effect of the vertical motion is the
generation of fluctuating axial forces uncoupled
from the lateral forces in tower legs. These axial
forces are added to the axial forces correlated with
the in-plane moments and as a result the
compression and tension axial forces in tower legs
could reach greater level than that with the
horizontal motions alone. The effects of the vertical
motion on tower seismic response are studied with
the tower model described before. Two cases of
analysis for the input ground motion for each
spectral damping scheme (mass proportional or
Rayleigh’s damping) are considered as follows: The
first; under the horizontal components only, and the
second; under both the horizontal and the vertical
components. The vertical excitation main effects can
be stated and briefly explained in the following.

(1) Effects on tower axial response

In order to observe directly some of the effects
of the vertical motion, the axial force time histories
‘at the tower base are given in Fig. 4. For the mass
proportional damping, it is evident the superposition
of the axial force variations induced by the vertical
motion with that due to the horizontal motions and a
higher frequency feature. The axial force extreme
values could reach great values with the vertical
motion, since the maximum compression axial force
at the tower base with and without consideration of
vertical ground motion becomes, in fact, 4.01 and
3.13 times the initial axial force due to gravity loads,
while the maximum tension axial force becomes
about 2.46 and 1.36 times the initial axial force,
respectively. The contribution of the vertical motion
to the total axial force can be comparable to that of
the horizontal motions, since that contribution to the
extreme compression and tension values of axial
forces in the tower base increases and it reaches
about 28% and 81% of the total axial force for that
case without consideration of vertical ground motion,
respectively.

For the Rayleigh’s damping scheme, it can be
concluded that the vertical motion has slightly
effects in axial forces generation, which are
uncoupled to that due to lateral forces and have a
higher frequency. The axial forces at tower base due
to the overturning moments are significant and the
vertical motion has small contribution to the total
axial force compared to that of the horizontal
motion, since the extreme compression and tension
values of axial forces in the tower base indicate that
the contribution of the vertical motion reaches about
10% and 6% of the total axial force for that case
without vertical ground motion, respectively. For the
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case of horizontal input ground motions only, the
tower dynamic response is slightly affected by the
damping scheme. Moreover, it can be concluded
that the damping scheme in the dynamic analysis
essentially affects structure seismic response.

(2) Effects on tower flexural response -

The moment-curvature diagram of the tower
base, obtained with and without vertical motion, as
shown in Fig. 5, presents the characteristics of the
column behavior under coupled axial and lateral
force variations. For the mass proportional damping,
it can be observed that the asymmetry strength and
moment curvature diagram shift due to fluctuating
axial force effect. The diagram obtained with the
vertical motion reveals an unusual and irregular
shape with significant fluctuations in strength and
stiffness due to the axial force-moment interaction.
The contribution of vertical motion in maximum
curvatures reaches about 31% of that case without
vertical motion, and this indicates the lower
dissipation capacity considered with the vertical
excitation. However this is not only reason of the
lower dissipated energy, since the tower hysteresis
energy decreases as the curvature experiences
greater values, moreover another cause is the
irregular shape of the hysteresis loops. It can be seen

I with vertical motion

Force (MN)

Force (MN)

0 10 20
Time (sec)

(a) Mass proportional damping scheme

I with vertical motion

Force (MN)

Force (MN)

Time (sec)

(b) Rayleigh’s damping scheme
Fig. 4 Vertical force time history at tower base

also the growth of the inelastic behavior with the
vertical ground motion, since the axial . force
fluctuation has the ability of generation of new plastic
zones through the tower elements.

For the Rayleigh’s damping scheme, the tower
response with vertical ground motion shows very
slightly effects in the tower flexural behavior.
Moreover, The damage caused by the horizontal
motions is similar to that caused by the vertical and
horizontal motions. Since tower overall flexural
response is not significantly altered by the
fluctuation in the axial force associated to the
vertical excitation. It can be observed that the
analysis using Rayleigh’s damping scheme displays
more growth of tower inelastic behavior that can be
attributed to greater input energy of ground motion
leading to cause more damage and ductility demand.

(3) Effects on tower acceleration response

The vertical motion detrimental influence on
tower acceleration response can be clarified through
acceleration time history study. For the first
damping scheme, as shown in Fig. 6(a), the tower
top horizontal acceleration is resulted to increase of
a non-negligible amount with the vertical motion.
The extreme in-plane acceleration values are seen
that the contribution of the vertical motion increases
and it reaches about 81% of that for case without
consideration of vertical ground motion, the
in-plane acceleration for the cases with and without
considering the vertical motion could reach 5.94 and
3.28 times that of the input ground motion,
respectively. For the second damping scheme, it can
be concluded that the vertical motion has no
significant effect on the acceleration tower response,
but it is characterized by effectiveness response and
greater energy that causes more damage for tower
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Fig. 5 Moment-curvature diagrams at tower base
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Fig. 6 In-plane acceleration time history of the tower top

structure, as shown in Fig. 6(b). The vertical ground
motion effect on seismic response depends totally
on the spectral damping scheme considered for
nonlinear dynamic analysis. For the mass
proportional damping scheme, the vertical motion
displays significantly effect on tower seismic
response, which may be attributed to the
amplification of high frequencies mode of tower
vibration included in the frequency content of the
vertical motion, in terms lead to overestimation of
the tower response. For the Rayleigh’s damping
scheme, it is appeared that the vertical motion has
slightly effect on tower dynamic behavior due to
high damping ratio for high frequency modes, which
is pronouncedly affected by the vertical ground
motion that has high frequency content compared
with that of horizontal ground motions. The
Rayleigh’s damping could be recommended for
conservative nonlinear seismic response of high-rise
tower structures.

5. EFFECTS OF CONSTRUCTION
INITIAL IMPERFECTIONS

(1) Imitial geometric imperfections

Initial imperfections in structures that have not
been subjected to damage usually result from the
fabrication process and the strength of a thin-walled

Imperfection amplitude

f—— . —}

A
i
% | =
%’ =
= Shear i
b el et i
B S

Fig. 7 Initial geometric imperfection pattern and different
measured aspects of tower response
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Fig. 8 Displacement &imperfection amplitude relationship

steel member is particularly sensitive to
imperfections in the shape of its natural vibration
modes. The amplitude of imperfections in the lowest
eigenmodes of vibration is often sufficient to
characterize the influential imperfections'”. The
initial geometric imperfection is applied by
modifying the nodal coordinates using a field
created by scaling the appropriate vibration
eigenvector obtained from an elastic natural
vibration analysis of tower model.

The dynamic response of the steel tower with
consideration of initial geometric imperfection is
investigated for different imperfection amplitudes of
range from 0.01 up to 1% of tower height. The

“initial geometric imperfection is taken to be the first

fundamental vibration mode pattern. Fig. 7
describes the mode shape of the steel tower obtained
from eigenvalue analysis. The mode is normalized
so that the modal displacement at tower top is
adjusted to the imperfection amplitude. The effects
of the magnitude of initial geometric on the extreme
values of in-plane displacement of tower top, shear
force, in-plane moment and curvature at tower base
are presented.

It can be concluded that the initial geometric
imperfection within its design range of upper limit
equal to 0.1% slightly affect on the tower seismic
response but beyond this range, these effects are
characterized by rapidly and nonlinearly increase
and become significant as the initial imperfection
approach severe values (1%). The extreme values of
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in-displacement at tower top and shear at tower base
increase as imperfection amplitude increase under
the same loading and have values 8% and 6% of that
of perfect tower at maximum imperfection 1% of
tower height as given in Figs. 8 and 9, respectively.
But the extreme values of bending moment at tower
base slightly increase up to 1.5% of that of perfect
tower as a result of tower inelastic response that is
characterized by large deformation corresponding to
small force response, as illustrated in Fig. 10.
Moreover, the imperfection amplitude has
pronounced effects on curvature at tower base and
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(b) Stain of compression residual stress fiber at tower base
Fig. 13 Stress and stain time histories

as a consequence the tower structure response, since
the curvature increases up to 20% of that of perfect
tower as shown in Fig. 11.

(2) Residual stresses
The presence of longitudinal residual stresses in
stiffened rectangular hollow cross section is mainly
attributed to the welding of stiffening members in
addition to hot rolling of the hollow cross section.
The residual stresses in the weld, stiffener and
hollow section material in the vicinity of the weld
are close to the yield as a result of the contraction of
the welds. The magnitude and distribution of the
residual stress are governed by welding parameters
such as heat input and cooling rate of the welding
process adopted for fabrication processes. To model
the distribution of longitudinal membrane residual
stresses in the cross section and the plasticity spread,
the integration through the division of fiber model is
considered to be sufficient. Fig. 12 illustrates a
typical residual stress pattern® of tower cross
section that is used in the computational model. It
has been presented that the magnitude of the
compressive residual stresses increases as the
component plates of hollow section slenderness
becomes smaller, values of stress 2151? to 75% of the
yield strength have been measured
The formation of residual stresses is inevitable
in any welding and hot rolled operations, when they
are superimposed on the externally applied stress
fields, the residual stresses can result in significant
differences in the performance of welded structures.
The effects of residual stresses on the dynamic
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response of the steel tower is studied by varying
residual stress level, where the compressive residual
stresses range from 0.0 up to 0.60 times with
interval of 0.1 of the yield stress are used to
represent the condition of stress relieved, from
lightly welded to heavily welded stiffener to the
cross section. It can be observed that residual
stresses have a more pronounced effect on the tower
dynamic response, which will yield at a lower load
stress due to the -presence of compressive residual
stresses. It can be seen how the applied membrane
stresses is used to reflect the removal of residual
stresses through the first cycle of the stress response
in Fig. 13 (a). But the residual effects extent over
most of time history of strain response, and could be
presented as peak time lag and decreasing plastic
deformation capability as illustrated in Fig. 13(b).
The tower top displacement decreases as the
residual stress level increases, due to plastic
deformation decrease as shown in Fig. 14.

In addition, the tower strength and stiffness are
reduced by the presence of residual stresses and
decrease with residual stress level increase as seen
in Figs. 15 and 16. The tower flexural response is
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Fig.14 Displacement & residual stress level at tower top
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Fig. 15 Shear force & residual stress level at tower base
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Fig. 16 Moment & residual stress level at tower base

slightly affected by the presence of residual stress
up residual stress level about 0.4, behind this level,
the tower base curvature abruptly increases up to
20% of that of the original tower, as illustrated in
Fig. 17(a), this behavior could be attributed to the
peak time lag in curvature time history response as
indicated in Fig. 17(b). From the total, damping and
strain energies of the whole tower study, it is
appeared the energies decrease in gradually as the
compression residual stress increases and much
effect on strain energy. This reduction can be
attributed to decreasing of tower plastic deformation
capability and gradual decreasing of tower stiffness
due to presence of compression residual stresses, as
given in Fig. 18.

In general, it can be concluded that the residual
stress effects on the tower seismic response are
sensitive to its stiffness in the longitudinal and
transverse directions. Since the tower deformations
response in the out-plane direction are more
sensitive to the existence of residual stresses, which
can be attributed to the long period of vibration and
more flexibility of tower in-plane direction compared
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(a) Curvature & residual stress level at tower base
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Fig. 17 Curvature at tower base
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Fig. 18 Total, damping and strain energies of the whole tower &
residual stress level relationship
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to that of the out-plane direction. The residual
stresses within the design range of upper limit equal
to 0.3 affect the tower seismic response not more
than 3% and 5% for displacement and in-plane
curvature demand, respectively. Also, these effects
are not more 4% for both out plane shear and
flexural capacity. The other aspects of tower seismic
response are slightly affected by residual stresses
values up to the design range upper limit. The
residual stresses have the time lag effect on tower
peak response, which can be noted form curvature
rate of change at residual stress level of 0.4.

6. LOW YIELD MATERIAL ENERGY
DISSIPATION SYSTEM

The design of a passive energy dissipation
system depends on many factors, including the
period of original tower configuration, the input
ground motion response spectrum, force
deformation relationship, and so on. The design of
isolation system should be able to provide

supplemental damping to significantly reduce tower

response to ground motion and dissipation a large
portion of earthquake input energy through inelastic
deformations in certain positions, which could be
easily retrofit after damage. Thus the spectral
acceleration and structural element forces could be
significantly reduced when they are compared to
that of original tower. The nonlinear dynamic
behavior and seismic performance of the steel tower
under three dimensional great earthquake motion are
studied for three different cases, a case of original
tower and other two cases of proposed energy
dissipation system. In these two cases, the
concentration of inelastic behavior along the tower
horizontal beam by reduction of its strength is
considered, this reduction is done by using low yield
steel material instead of cross section dimensions
reduction. Two yield stresses are used that equal to
235 MPa and 100 MPa corresponding to medium
and low yield level equal to 0.67 and 0.28 relative to
that of original tower, respectively.

The performance of the proposed energy
dissipation system is analyzed by comparing the
energies time history, where the input energy is
defined as the total energy related to inertia forces
induced by the ground motion. It is appeared that
the proposed energy dissipation system has two
effects on the tower response: The first is to increase
the tower structural system ability to reflect a
portion of earthquake input energy, since as the
horizontal beam yield early attains, the tower
becomes more flexible. In effect, the increased
flexibility acts as a filter. Secondly, it increases the
amount of damping and dissipation energies through
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inelastic deformation hysteresis. The calculated
results of different yield levels show effective
energy dissipation through the horizontal beam. As
the yield level decreases, the energy dissipation
system becomes more effective in energy absorption
and damage control, as seen in Fig. 19.

As the yield level of horizontal beam material
decreases, thus the load capacity of tower horizontal
beam decreases and forces redistribution in tower
structural elements occurs. It can' be seen from
Fig. 20(b) that more concentration of inelastic
behavior and ductility at tower horizontal beam is
attained as yield level change for low values, which
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is easy to inspect and repair if necessary. The rest of
the structure approaches elastic behavior as yield
level decreases, thus there is a possibility of
eliminating permanent damage and minimizing the
extent of retrofit. The main tower parts attain almost
elastic behavior at study case of yield level equal to
0.28, as seen in Fig. 20(a).

In general, the isolated tower exhibits elastic
response due to the redistribution of the seismic
forces to the tower elements in accordance to their
strength. It can be concluded that the proposed
energy dissipation system is effective in controlling
the maximum tower displacement, since the
displacement tower response decreases as the
horizontal beam capacity decrease, as illustrated in
Fig. 21. The better performance of the isolation
proposed energy dissipation system is indicated by
comparing the reaction force time history at the
tower base for different levels of yield strength of
the horizontal beam. It is illustrated from Figs. 22
and 23 that the isolated tower provides pronounced
reduction in the reaction forces response compared
to the original tower response, this reduction
becomes more pronounced as the yield level
decreases, due to seismic forces redistribution to
tower elements according to their strength and
stiffness. The proposed energy dissipation system
effect can be understood from the in-plane shear and
vertical force time histories at tower base. The tower
main structures approach elastic behavior as yield
capacity of horizontal beam decreases. Since for
yield level equal to 0.67, tower flexural response
represented in the moment ratio relative to yield
moment capacity (M, that equal to 130 MN-m) time
history at tower base, enters the plastic response
four times compared with the original tower enters
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Fig. 21 In-plane displacement time history at tower top

the plastic response seventh times, while for low
yield level equal to 0.28, the elastic behavior is
displayed along the time history, as seen in Fig. 24.
The hysteretic dampers of low yield steel material
can provide relatively large energy dissipation through
their materials that are strained beyond their yield
limits, thus can be cost effective. The hysteretic
dampers cannot be activated as dampers unless their
materials receive inelastic excursions, so the hysteretic
dampers are effective only for larger earthquake
excitation that can be understood from this study, but
fail in providing the required damping for smaller
vibrations. Another aspects of post-yield buckling
capacity should be considered in the design. In this
case of study, as horizontal beam receive inelastic
excursions; the buckling effective length could get
larger, as a result, the load carrying capacity decreases.
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Fig. 23 Vertical force time history at tower base
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The buckling load carrying capacity is calculated for
the worst case of no contribution of horizontal beam to
the tower legs stiffening, it is found to be equal to 49.5
MN, which is much greater than the corresponding
tower response. Moreover, the proposed low yield
hysteretic dampers lead to effective reduction of
vertical force response as yield level decreases, as a
result buckling demand decreases, as shown in Fig. 23.

7. EFFECTS OF TOWER MODAL
SHAPES

The natural vibration periods of the in-plane,
out-plane and torsion fundamental modes of the
steel tower with different modal shapes have been
studied for different height and length of the
horizontal beam. A detailed natural vibration
characteristic is provided for horizontal beam
different height relative to the total tower height
(height ratio, #/H = 39/68 — 68/68) and different
width at tower top relative to that at tower base
(length ratio, /B = 13/18 — 3/18). Fig. 25 presents
the natural period of these three modes of vibration
and height and length ratios relationship.

The effectiveness of the tower modal shapes can be
measured by their capabilities in the energy dissipation
through shifting natural period of the fundamental
mode and increasing structural damping. The natural
vibration analysis indicates that the height and
length of tower horizontal beam have effective role
in shifting the primary period of the tower free
vibration, and slightly affect the higher mode of
vibration. Longer natural period can be attained by
either horizontal beam height (h/H) relative to tower
height or tower top to base width ratio (b/B)
increase. For the original steel tower of cable-stayed
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Fig. 25 Natural period & horizontal beam height/length relation

~O— Total ezergy '
A =@~ Kinematic energy B

—O— Dam eaergy
A Stn!gtsgugy

40

30

20

Energy (MN.m)

10

ol.I-I.I.lI.II.I.I.l

87 06 05 o4 03 02
WH L BB |
_ biB=13/18, " mWH=1 '
Fig. 26 Total, damping and strain energies of the whole tower &
horizontal beam height/length relationship

bridge, the better performance could be attained by
moving the horizontal beam from its currant
designed at h/H = 48/68 toward tower top. This
modification in tower design could lead to natural
period about 1.5 times longer, hence reduces the
seismic demand required for earthquake mitigation.

It is indicated from Fig. 26 through the energies
extreme values study that the horizontal beam has two
critical positions corresponding to point A (h/H=45/68,
b/B=13/18) and point B (h/H=68/68, b/B=5.5/18),
where the maximum total energy occurs, as a result the
seismic demands are increased. The kinematic and
damping energies is slightly affected by the horizontal
beam position of tower, while the total and strain
energies along the range between critical points A and
B decrease highly nonlinear as either the height ratio
or the length ratio increase up to optimum position of
horizontal beam corresponding to point C. The tower
base shear and vertical force variations with different
horizontal beam height and length ratios are described
in Figs. 27 and 28, respectively, which confirm the
optimum position of horizontal beam at tower top as
detected from the energetic study. The height of
horizontal beam has effective role in the dynamic
response of steel tower depends to large extent to
tower shapes', including the horizontal beam
position and strength represented in material yield
level. The effects of height and length of the
horizontal beam on tower dynamic response are
discussed through time history analysis to examine
the tower shapes effects. For this purpose, three
different cases of tower modal shape, as illustrated
in Fig. 29, are considered as follow:
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Casel:  The original tower of cable-stayed
bridge.

CaseII:  Portal frame-type where the horizontal
beam in case I is raised to tower top.

CaseIII: Inverted V-type where the tower top

length decreases from case Il up to 3 m.

The natural period of the predominant modes of
free vibration for studied cases of tower model
shapes is given in Table 3, where the symbols H;,
L, and T, are the first natural mode in the direction
of the right angle to bridge axis (in-plane), of bridge
axis (out-plane) and torsion, respectively. The first
natural periods of out-plane and torsion modes are
smaller than that of in-plane mode due to the
stiffening of cables. It is seen that the natural period
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of the portal frame-type tower has tendency to be
getting longer in compared with the inverted V-type
and original tower (H-type) because of more
flexibility of tower frame structure due to its height
increases and also there is a massive horizontal
beam situated on the tower top.

Fig. 30 displays the energy time history for
different cases of tower modal shape. The portal
frame-type tower has enough flexibility to reflect
most of the absolute input energy by flexibility
filtering; the damping energy becomes larger and
reaches about 80% relative to input energy.
Moreover, the strain energy dissipated through
tower inelastic hysteretic deformation decreases,
since the tower still keeps elastic behavior as
illustrated in Fig. 31. The hysteresis of the other
types of tower modal shape (cases I and III)
becomes larger and pronouncedly displays inelastic
behavior especially for H-type. The largest inelastic
deformation damage has been attained, leading to high
strain energy dissipated through tower hysteric
behavior. Moreover, the total input energy is getting
higher, which requires greater seismic demand for
mitigation of earthquake hazards. Fig. 32 indicates
the trajectory of tower top displacement response in
the two horizontal directions. The right tower top

Table 3 Natural period for tower different modal shapes (sec)

Mode type Cases of tower modal shapes
Case I Case I Case III
H; 2.072 2.928 1.727
L 0.934 0.935 0.935
T, 0.773 0.761 0.543
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Fig. 30 Different energies time history of the whole tower
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displacement response is considered. The vertical
axis is the in-plane displacement (right angle to
bridge axis direction) and the horizontal axis is the
out-plane displacement (bridge axis direction). The
results indicate that all studied three cases are
characterized by in-plane larger displacement than
that of the out-plane response, which is related to
long period of the in plane free vibration compared
with the out-plane vibration. In addition, the
existence of cables reduces tower shape effects on
the out plane tower displacement response. The
H-type (case I) tower has the largest in-plane
displacement response among three considered
tower shapes due to the absence of frame action at
tower top. The tower part above the horizontal beam
approaches to a cantilever behavior, also it is noted
the asymmetric in-plane displacement that related to
torsional vibration effects. The portal frame-type
(case II) tower displays reasonably large
displacement, since it has the longest period of
vibration and massive effect of the horizontal beam

at tower top. The inverted V-type (case III) tower
model displays the smallest top displacement
response in both directions due to stiff frame action
of this shape and short period of in-plane and
torsional vibrations. The dynamic response of each
tower model is examined on axial force at tower
basement as illustrated in Fig. 33, which shows the
orbits of axial force response that occurs at both
sides of the tower basement.

The vertical and horizontal axes are the axial
force response at right and left sides of tower
basement, respectively. A dead load equivalent to
the stiffening girder weight is equal to 12.15 MN
and it acts on both sides of the tower basement
through cables. It is noted that tower modals have
symmetrical form of axial force dynamic response
around the dead load. The inverted V-type has the
largest axial force response, where the maximum
compressive and tension axial forces are about 4.70
and 2.55 times of the gravity loads, the large
negative reaction makes the problem that the anchor
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bolts may fail in the lift up and the safety of the
tower should be considered. The same behavior but
slightly less severe can be seen for the H-type
(original tower), where the maximum compressive
and tension axial forces are about 3.39 and 1.39
times of the gravity loads. On the other side, the
portal frame-type (case II) model displays
reasonable axial force response with small
amplitude, since the maximum compressive and
tension axial forces are about 2.26 and 0.27 times of
gravity loads. The current results prove again the
effectiveness of the horizontal beam position on
tower axial force dynamic response. The change of
horizontal beam height from that of the original
tower (h/H=48/68 m) toward tower top (4/H=68/68)
will reduce the compressive and tensile axial forces
at tower base about 34% and 81% of that of original
tower, respectively, and almost the uplift problem
disappears that secure the tower seismic response

0.002 F===—-======= J===-oo-oooo=T Fo==== [l

Curvature (/m)

Curvatare (1/m)

Curvature (Um)

Thme (sec)
Fig. 36 In-plane curvature time history at tower base

against anchor bolts lift up failure. The severe axial
force response of the inverted V-type could be
attributed to inclination of the tower legs that leads
to significant flexural-axial interaction and
increases the flexural contribution in the tower
vertical force response under external seismic
excitation.

The reaction force time history at the tower base
for different tower shapes could indicate the better
performance of the tower modal shapes, as
indicated in Fig. 34. It is found that the portal
frame-type tower (case II) provides pronounced
reduction in the reaction force response compared
to the original tower response (case I), and its
response is characterized by long period of
vibration and elastic behavior, while the inverted
V-type displays larger shear as well as axial
response. From the moment ratio relative to the
yield moment capacity (M,) at the tower base,
which is equal to 130 MN'm, the original tower
enters the inelastic response many times within the
first twelve seconds, which explains the large
damage occur.

The inverted V-type tower enters the inelastic
response three times within the first ten seconds

leading to less damage compared to case I, while

the portal frame-type tower still has elastic response
along the time history, as shown in Fig. 35. The
curvature time history at tower base displays
residual deformation and damage for original tower,
however, the residual deformations disappear for
both portal frame and inverted V-type models due
to elastic behavior of portal frame-type and ability
of inverted V-type to restore symmetric behavior
with no residual deformation even it has inelastic

deformation at early stage of response, as illustrated
in Fig. 36.
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8. CONCLUSIONS

Analytical parametric study on steel tower of
cable-stayed bridges is performed for investigation
the individual influence of different design aspects
on its dynamic characteristics, such as damping
scheme, input ground motion, allowable initial
imperfections, energy dissipation and tower modal
shapes. A finite element procedure based on total
Lagrangian formulation for the nonlinear dynamic
analysis of steel tower of cable-stayed bridge under
three dimensional great earthquake ground motion
is carried out. From the performed investigations
and discussions, the following conclusions can be
summarized:

(1) The effect of vertical ground motion has highly
dependence on damping scheme. The Rayleigh’s
damping is more effective in high frequency range,
which leads to slightly effects of the vertical ground
motion on tower dynamic response. The Rayleigh’s
damping could be recommended for conservative
nonlinear seismic response of high-rise towers.

(2) For mass proportional damping scheme, a
significant axial force fluctuations due to vertical
motion inertia forces affects the tower behavior and
as a consequence the global structural response.
The contribution of the vertical motion to extreme
compression and tension axial forces at tower base
reaches about 28% and 81% of that of horizontal
motions only, respectively. Moreover the tower
axial forces response is characterized by high
frequency. The consideration of horizontal
excitations only could underestimate the curvature
ductility demand.

(3) For. Rayleigh’s damping scheme, the tower
response with vertical motion shows slightly effects
on its flexural behavior, but more growth of
inelastic behavior arises due to greater input energy.
The contribution of the vertical motion to extreme
compression and tension axial forces at tower base
reaches about 6% and 10% of that case of
horizontal motions only, respectively.

(4) The initial geometric imperfections of tower
fundamental vibration mode pattern, within its
design range of upper limit equal to 0.1%, slightly
affect the tower seismic response. But beyond this
range, these effects are characterized by rapidly and
nonlinearly increase and become significant as the
initial imperfections approach severe value (1%).
(5) The normal stress distribution is affected by the
residual stress; as a result, the tower load carrying
capacities and stiffness decease as the residual
stress level increases. Moreover, the residual stress
has  detrimental effects on tower structural
performance, which can be ' characterized by
decreasing plastic deformation capability.

(6) The residual stress effects on the tower seismic
response are sensitive to its stiffness in the
longitudinal and transverse directions. These effects
within the design range of upper limit equal to 0.3
on the tower seismic response are not more than 5%
that of perfect tower response.

(7) The proposed energy dissipation system
demonstrates its capability and effectiveness in
reducing structural elements forces and controlling
tower maximum displacement through its capability
achieving the concentration of inelastic behavior at
tower horizontal beam and keeping the rest of the
structure elastic behavior as yield level decreases.
The post-yield buckling capacity should be
considered in the design of tower structures.

(8) This technique could add damping primarily by
material hysteresis and increase tower flexibility as
the horizontal beam yield early attains, in terms
tower structural system ability to reflect a portion of
earthquake input energy increases. The energy
dissipation system becomes more effective in
energy absorption through the horizontal beam.

(9) The portal frame-type tower has the longest
natural period and enough flexibility to reflect most
of the absolute earthquake input energy by
flexibility filtering. The damping energy could
reach larger values relative to input energy about
80% and minimum strain energy is dissipated
through inelastic hysteric deformations of the tower.

(10) The inverted V-type has the largest axial force
response, where the maximum compressive and
tension axial forces are about 4.70 and 2.55 times of
the gravity loads, respectively. The large negative
reaction makes the problem that the anchor bolts
may fail in the lift up and the safety of the tower
should be considered.

(11) The effectiveness of the horizontal beam
position on tower axial force dynamic response is
assured. The change of horizontal beam height from
that of the original tower (#/H=48/68) toward tower
top (h/H=68/68) reduces the compressive and
tensile axial forces at tower base about 34% and
81% of that of original tower and almost the uplift
disappears.
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