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Fig.l  Side view of dual type suspension bridge Fig.2 Lateral deflection under wind loads
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D-type

Model £y fo/l Model £ fs/8
V-1 10 em  0.025 D-1 10 cm 0.025
lateral loads V-2 20 cm  0.05 D2 10cm  0.05
suspended structure weight turnbucly Vo3 30 om 0,075 B3 10 om 0.075
Fig.8 Test model and experimental apparatus
Mﬁi& 4 =400 cm, fy =40 cm, hy =10 cm, EAy = 4.2s10% kg

< 2z
EA; =1.65410" kg, EAy = 6.6410° kg, my = 20 g/em, mg = 15 g/cm

W = 2.5 g/cm
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Fig.9 Relation between lateral deflection Wnax Fig.l0 Comparison between two

and prestress Pr ( Wy = 0.25 g/cm ) hanger arrangements
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