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Fig. 1 Experimental girder

T, B AEITIC L B IRBEHI AT 5 . B & LT, BT o L4, Span length 540 (em)
L2, 3/4L @ 3 SICHHEFZ25RET 5. o7V v 7 HkRIE 100Hz Young’s modulus 2.1x10° (Nfem’)
LT 5. EBRICBIT LA RWBRBEREZEEL T, BTV AEL Unit weight 7.8x107  (N/em’)
T Table 2 ({2 K 912, BHEE 0.93m/s(KZHE 40m B OHAEIC R Area of section 66.97 (cm’)
W, 20km/h |ZA4H %/I) L 1.63m/s(§ M 40m BHEOHEIZBUW T, Moment of inertia of Area 57.66 (cm®)
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‘ ) ™ Table 2 Scenarios of laboratory moving vehicle test
Ry BB ) U 4 DI, D2 :
~ Scenario(I: Intact, D1: Damage scenario 1, T £ moving vehicle speed
FREN 6 TV A &S 3 EEH D2: Damage scenario 2) ype ormoving P
+ 3. I-1, D1-1, D2-1 V1(M=21.6kg,f=2.93Hz) S1=0.93m/s
I-2, D1-2, D22 V1(M=21.6kg,f=2.93H S2=1.63m/
3. EBRHER (M2 lLoke T2 531) :
‘ 1-3, D1-3, D2-3 V2(M=21.6kg,f=3.76Hz) S1=0.93m/s

B R O AR, BT I-4, D1-4, D24 V2(M=21.6kg,f=3.76Hz) $2-1.63m/s
# D1, D2 TNZFNICBIT H1EE I-5, D1-5, D2-5 V3(M=25.8kg,f=3.03Hz) S1=0.93m/s
L4 B LN L 207 1-6, D1-6, D2-6 V3(M=25.8kg,£=3.03Hz) S2=1.63m/s
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Table 3 Mean of identified frequencies.
feAeiE, #8159V 4 D1, D2 OHEEREE, WREHLD Intact Damagel Damage2
HeEERE R % TN LI Fig. 3, Fig. 4 [ORT. 2 ZIColT AT Ist 2.08 2.68 239
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Fig. 3 Variation of estimated frequencies due to damages.
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Fig. 4 Variation of estimated damping constants due to damages.



