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ELASTIC-PLASTIC BEHAVIOR OF SUSPENSION BRIDGE TOWERS
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Table 1 Test Specimens.
. Tower
Specimens Tower Shape Cross Section Height | Materials Areas Sle’ﬁﬁiess Remarks
(mm) (mm) (em®)
Severn type
UH1 Constant Section 115x170% 6 2800 SS 41 32.76 60.0 (i) —59.7
T Jave
Forth type
UH 2 » 100x150%x 6 2800 S8 41 28.56 69.3 (i) =70.5
7 /ave '
T. 73x180x6 28.92 92.4 Kanmon type
VH 1 Variable Section 2 800 SS 41 (74.8)ave __) =74.0
B. 1201806 34.56 57.1 7 Jave=
T. 88x165%x6 28.92 77.5
VH 2 » 2 800 SS 41 (70.5)ave Forth type
B. 110x165%x6 31.56 62.6
UD 1 Constant Section |  115x170x6 280 | Sy & { 32.76 ’ 60.0 ‘ Hybrid Tower
S$S 41 |
UD 2 » 100x150x 6 2800 SM 50 28.56 I 69.3 ‘ »
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| +0+30
Lopo 11 & '
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+04-26
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