0-521 Ooooo73000O0OO0O00ODO@ObosoUsn)

B EATRARIC L 5 PC FOMELER & IREVRHE OHEBICEE 4 S HT5E

WESKRZERZRE S E Ok A AR RFRE F/ESE  Oscar S. LUNA VERA
=8 4 £

FHPRZFRERE 1E Tt (EWHEAMZERT E=A RE #E

1. [FCHIZ

DORETIE, BERFREMICE  OBRPER SN2, 5% 15 FUNICEE O L OGN
MEHEDZ DD, 4 fﬁﬁa;kété&@*%%@ﬁ%ﬁ@a:mfiﬁ“éﬁgﬁ%5. FTo, K 40% DIFERN T L
ARLVARar 7 ) —MECLFPCH)THD Z LD, PCHEDEBEDIMNR )% S ZF 4 2 Bl E £
NTW5, REIE=F ) ZICL 55, TO—2L LTHIIFSNTEFETH LD, EEOEEIREEIC
&5 PC f‘»‘@ﬁﬁ%L& (ZRE D IRBVRHE DO IOV, ZHETHIEL 7> TRV, Ko T, ARIFFET
I, ZERGIRREIC & D PC G 2 B CAlEE & THAT L 72 EBRICEB W T, S MELREICB W TEEIER 21T,
WET & = H}Ezébtl%‘rék DRRIZOWTH BN LTz, 2ods, IREVFEDFREIZHTZ > T, KT AR
FT L VL ERBUSE B VE .

2. BB LUVERSEREBE

TR RAERIE, 4 THIDRD 5 EERA FT vy a o HRMM PCHETH D, H— RO/
ST BICH AT R AR, 7T KT v —ElEY Y v X 2 AW TRl 217V, WA bR 2 M0 R U
NG, KM EBZ LNDIRIEEE CHMmRBREZIT > 72, IREFEBIL, $rrmrE 2 BRI LR L7k
REC, HMGEITRHA & A L /X0 by~ —% W T R INREHA 217

STz, HWALE & NRAE, LR ORLE % Figd [Z/R7. 723, Table 1 Stage of loading test
IEEE G 23 E LTALEICEA I DAELE S TV 5. /ERZ Ol A7 | Stage | State
—U% Table 1 5 XN Fig2 [oRT. 7k, 27— 4iconyg, | Stagel | Initial state

TR e e 0 s e L Stage2 | Cracking load(600kN)
HAIRRE T 2 BRI R 2 2 BRfr L, IREVFEBR 21T > T\ 5. H Stage3 | Yield load(1200kN)

EATFEBRICB T 2 IR LR TIE O B 7 — DA E R RO HIET | Stage4 | Yield load(1200kN)

ARSI10-A)Z X 0 #HllZ21T o 72, ETEEIZAT— 0 D& 3 [T, Stage5 | Continuous unload(creep)
— . P e Desi ity(2500k
WO AT —D1F 5[ U, ST 30kmh &4 5. E7-, @isey |[oaeco | Design capacity(2300kN)
Stage7 | Continuous unload (creep)
IRIRIC OV TR B2 UIMEEE RN EFfIER NP2120) & FV TV 2. Stage8 | Maximum load(3200kN)
IREENIH AT —V TENLNOARALE X LT 10 [DOFF 20
FTHD.
3500 Maximum load -
Plane View 3000 Design capacity
wuE = i — 2500 A
hod 5 5] s jod
gg g lgl !g I @ g F 22000 Rebar yielding
G4 == e i ; 1500
ElevationView | % Accelerometers(Tokyosokki ARS10-A) 8 1000crhcking
“ Accelerometers(Onosokki NP2120) <00
O Loading point
I 3@1760 D ImpaCt pOl ntS 10/ 02/ 3 / 500 /‘ /11100 1500 s / 2000

I ] 45
G1 G2 G3 G4 eps

Fig.1 Sensor deployment, and loading and impact point Fig.2 Loading steps

¥F—U— R PCHE MEFEER E#E ~RAET=X U F EfTHEEER  AENEER
WAL T615-8540 ERT R X #B R FAE  LFeR 4 8% TEL 075- 383-3421

-1041-



o-521

3. WEZEMMERFR

AT DD DT (G1) DO KBRS T B i E-ZE L
Btk % Fig3 12”7, ARG BERT 227 —V 4 %
TOREEMITITE A L2, FHNRZEBZ R LTS
ZEWbnb, AT—V4EBL, #E EOKRKI L e
% 2500kN F CH#ifr LR L7235A121E, 16mm F2E Ok
BEMPAEC TS, LrL, HilmT 25 EREEE TH
JwL, TORETLHEZAELTWSZ LN, A
HBOBRMCHHFEUREF L TEY, VA NV ARERFL
TWAHZ ERbND, £, FEEMIZOVWTIIAT—Y
4FTOEMITIZEALERLS, AT =V 8IZBWVWTKREL
7257TC% (Figd),

4. IREVFMEICEIT S8R

B EITHER T, Z2%ot AR £7 V% AW CTIREMRFE
ZEE L. —F, BEREIMRER T, ANEZBEEHT
DT, EBONE B E F CTHIREVRRE & R E L.
FNENOHETRHE Lic—k, ZROFE— N3
55 EAIREE DA L Figs, Fig6 [ZR7. 72
B, AT =V S ICBWOIHEGETEREITOR N>
OFERINTHR. Figs LV, A7 —U3NDHRAT—Y
4 TN THImETT FEBR & EEAMRIERRIC K S Hhif —kE
— FOBEFRBEN Y OE{ERL TS, £72, Fig6 X
O, EEFTERTE LM kT — RO B4 ETK
X, A7 =V 106 2IZNFTRELSHDL LTS, —F,
EERINARERRIC X 2 EARBEBIIA T — P OHEITITR LT
FCMIZID LTCnD Z e h, ERIRERICL DM
DS, BRI L LM RWVER L o7,

5. £¥L&&

LLEXY, BB O L BRSO ZAL % g3
L&, ERRECTH D AT — ¥ 8 IZB W TR ENL (Figd)
L IRENE(Fig.3, Figd) & HICRE A LTWA. Ll
NH, AT = TIZEBWTHEBIRIEROM T —REB LV
HIT "R e BICHEARBEAAHEMN L TWAR, FREEAIC
IR E 2 bITfEER ST, BLRER CIIAERIERE & IR FF
PEOBZFAM T 5 Z LT L V. 72720, g 1 RIRE)
AT AT 2 IREVER D 78, FREEMOZE L E DFEW
FIBZ R LTV, ZOREHRIE, EN PCHEEER I L

Ooooo73000O0OO0O00ODO@ObosoUsn)

4000
3500
3000

= 2500

z

X

= 2000

el

]

S 1500

1000 —G1

500

0

0 100 200 300 400 500
Displacement (center) (mm)

Fig.3 Load vs. displacement (G1, center span)
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Fig.4 Change in the remained displacement w.r.t.

loading stages

»
N

IN

w
©

w
'S

—&— Moving-vehicle test

Natural Frequency of 1st mode(Hz)
w w
N o

Impact hammer test

w
[

2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Stage

Fig.5 Change in frequencies for the 1st bending

modes w.r.t. loading stages
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Fig.6 Change in frequencies for the 2nd bending

modes w.r.t. loading stages
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