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Figure 1 Derivation of rotational angle from
acceleration.
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THEROMITHIEOIK TRIX. MFOREDOH D Table 1 Updated bending stiffness in each scenario.
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Figure 4 Distribution of difference in rotation angle between
experiment and FE model.

1780

23
Pl
P
=
1
R
. :%
:F4

235 J : 1133 |

Cross section Damagel area Damage2 area

Figure 2 Model bridge with sensor deployment and damage model [unit: mm].
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