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Table 1 Available Steel Plate Thicknesses (mm)
(selected from JIS G 3193 (revised in
1970)
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Table 2. Optimum Solutions of "2 Span Continuous
Girder with Uniform Cross Section shown
in Fig. 5 (Span Length=30m)

Steel Type s541 SM50 SM58
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= x
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O
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O T
X !
3 Xg 8 8 8 b
o Xq 127 130 117 Xa= Width of Vert/cal
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X0 8 8 8 Xw = Thickness of
vertical Stiffener
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Section shown in Fig. 5 (Span Length=30m)
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2400 263 13 2400 10 309 11 106 608.14

() *iE SL=30m, E¥IFE 8m 04,
TEBFERFEI LD bAEIR Stimie 13

30
511m1t’—m 0.045m=4.5¢cm

LB R, hbAOREREK L D A=1.4974x1072,
B=0.91146x10* %%, P,;=14364kg, Q,=1005.46
kg/m (WFhbA 27 FEEERV) LT 5L, dimit
=4.5cm FRRT D701 BE LT 5 B/NORTE K
=2V b Dymi 3,

APy (SLY* <+ B+Q;+ (SL)*

L350y =

Slimite &
—1.40005 3 105 (Cm™) «eereversrvveenins a3
L7 %, Fig. 6 28175 SM 58 o34, WH=1500

mm PAF TR O Rl E— A v P XV IRES
5 I BEZED Bymy, IYV/AELRY, 4., 4 0
Eiz X 0 I=Dny, & L7cEA 0 COST 2HEHT, #
sERMFE—2 v P v#EENRS I o COST %4
MERELTWS. 727 L SM 50 BLUr SS 41 ©ik
WH=1100mm {z&8vTh I 2858 A3) @ Ly
DREWZD, bAHEIRICLS I DBEERTbR P
bl

Table 2 (TR 580 OB MU & Hel L, 4y
B NUERE BB 2 SHTORE L L T SM 58, Mgk
LT 2000 mm, [ L#iE L 0L 115 Th 5 L3k
ETHZLNRTES. Ll SM50 & SM 58 o/
HEB W42 L, [SM 50 o COST]/ISM 58 @
COST]=563.27/562.96=1.00055 & 3 0.055%
NETHB. O X5 KERIEHTIZ W TR
BEARZZLPhb O TRNUERBZIE LAY
FERTED LR WEIE SM 50 & SM 58 o
GRS T XE Y AR RN il AP -
B BT 2T - THROER, UL W
Lo S REEb+0BEL, X VEdh
MR PRI 5 2 L8k L.

& T 5 TARBIGE TR SEMTTEHT O B KT ' —




MR fRrkic X 580 1 #i o5 HHE

AV IRBEIGEKRICOAEEHET LS, Th
FHOEBRHEERLIAEFH L. Lids Tk
KT E—A v Me—ELTH5DICVIRINDHTO
AT E T BB & b @, Lo M 30 m
D 2 REREGHT Oz BT, SS 41, SM 50, SM 58
OFREIRER L8 WH=1100 mm ~ 3000 mm O&H7E
BT 60 r — 2T R COMTHERETE— A M
BEL, REFEPEEL, 2bBHROBE % LTV,
B EEE, HmBs L UE=RE— 40 25k
BT 570 E L= AR, HITAC 8800/8700 T
HFEPIZ 0.22 B Thotr. ERUROIEARBLTO
FHAR AT 3 X O3 BT Iz W T b L o
EBLL 2 » Tz

0. EWTEMTORERRET

(D nm &

AR X S B WiEAT o, 3.(D B U
() TORFZFRIZIDVRDTLLIFTHILNTES.
D PR R S UEESEORREL, Ebic
FHE#HO I, L, M LU GW %E L TEMER
X VIO R1T, BB R L T 0% RICk
J ok RiiiFE—2 0 M (BM X)) 21ERRT 5. KBF
FE TN 2 BRI X O 3 BB ORI T — 4 v b
Bz, FhTREC L VBRABITEMNITRS2SH
SEEO=ZUESIC LY T TERZERL, £8®
RieBF sl E— A NOHEERSIC L. ARG
P TIEERRD ERE =Rl MIT T — X o MNEEO
fhife—2 08 &, E£hiz 0.9981 % 5% 1.0022 7
EOEERLIEBE LAY TRTOHAENWT 0:9999
~1.0000 G -7z,

2y 1) TRz BM BXUSEB LT AHIEDEH
#ho> I-RBM 3518 I-COST Bfgdhs v, 3.(1) ©
DTSRI L0 BHEEOEE 2 I, M 38X COST
FREL, BB LIHERE [ 2 AT 3BT 58/
R R T 5

3 KEFE I BIV i+1IZEEHL, 3.(2) ToO
Fic kv L CEik L) % 4 BWOEFHZWEE
H~Elese, X A0 o 4T COST; B =0 42 5%
TL #BEsE, WBEShicly (2l LD, I, M/,
COST'; #4855 . AW T3 4; OFEMES 20cm & L
T L OB EERYVIEL, 47 COST; & X D Eizg (b
THT kI A OffiE 124 PEETHE LB 4
DRBRFHERES® § b~ EE72. 22
AT COST; 78 10 MRUT Aokl & §; B—EHIZ
BORL72b @ L HE L.

23

4 3) OBEE T ToREEEICBYTITY, ¥
Banie I, L', M', COST’ #%5%. EEOFERT
Yiedhle-T, ek ziE Fig. T Rt Lo gy
E—A v NAEETHHOBRSICE, MTE~2 0D
BWREAT LI 2RO L, #RH T L icsricE@o
L' £z 1) #ETHLE IV, +74bb Fig. 7T o
Koy Liciwnwcit, £% L, L, #8EL, L, #EE
LT L, % L) CHBT%. RZKB & hiz L &
Ly # v, LY #FEEL, L, oRE L' %5,
FROBIEREDIEL, KOl ofEELE T 5K
Bfg I, L', M, COST{’ #8585,

F7z, BHIBLOM TR, £3° Le #EEL, K
Sic B sEHEELEER S T LB LTHR L,
EHIHEBLCOMIFE— AL FBELWZ L EFIFL
TR WMo R L, #75%. Kic Fig. 8 1742 ¢&
{HEB % g FTE~BESELZ LI X 2EERED
ZiEE, Mao COST Ho> (+) BLU (=) o EHK
ORIERY, TOEEN =0 LB ET L ¥

Max. BM. Diag.

Max. RBM. Diag.

|

| |
i nl‘TmJ

Fig. 7 Max. Bending Moinent and Min. COST Diagram
of 2 Span Continuous Girder with Nonuniform
Cross Sections

~ /,

(-)

Max. RBM Diag.
) Max. RBM Diag.

Max. BM Diag.

gl P for a¢g Change
1 1 ’
! 1
!
)
— B c i
:f 70
Min. COST Diag. +) S{/Mi'; rcfﬂcﬁl?éé
(-) N
J R |
Aﬂi"‘
, s
1 I
.

Fig. 8 AT COST due to dip



30

Bt+%. ZomBaEhi Ly #BEEL, BUORSIO
Ly #%BE+5. S0k nBEXRYIETZ SickD
KoL sro o In', In', Lo, Lo, My',
My', COSTy’, COSTn' #B5Z ENTE5.

A TIE FERAOWE 23\ T, T COST %k
B2 50 MR L% -7z & XS BB —EfEc R L
Lo LHELK.

5 4 ctHBR&Enr I, L', M BXOGW’ 2
W OB X DHTOAT 21TV, Fiic i8R
EYERRL, HTOoBRKRMTE—2 v bR ERD, 2)~) O
BERRVIEL, I, L', M’ 3Bl Lis & &8
TEIE SN LD L+ 5. BiFge ek I, L ofkiE
B 0.5% LT Cho T COST o 25k 2% 50 Mskis
O E, BEBICPOR Lo EHE L.

6) L~ OBEZENTE IV, EaZh
DRNEWER R L, 2R/ N NMUWER 5 2 5%
S ERET 5.

7 AHTEZORSEEIC BT AR KT~ 2 2~
(D -Remkim-~ti: (SDIM) Bfgdhi Ok 1 25D
X0, EMERORHERETELRET -

8) WA sz B 2RACEER vER T 554

[Input SL,NM,I,L,M,VH,GH etc_l

_____—————a{7 Analysis of Girder (BM) J¢_______»

P
Formation of Min. COST Diagram
by RBM-I and I-COST Relationships

l Calculation of BM at Point Li}

Determination of Opt.I; ,COST; ,GW,,M:
by RBM~I and I~-COST Relationships

l Calculation of aATCOST J

WH=WH+100mm

pid I,L,M,TCOST
Converge ?

ves
I calculation of § I

Are All Web Heights

Considered ?
yes ] )

Comparison of TCOST for All WH
and Determination of Opt.WH

Y
Determination of Optimum Sectional Dimensions
by Related I-SDIM Relationships

LﬁPrint Final Result l

Fig. 9 TFlow Chart of Graphical Optimization of Plate
Girder with Nonuniform Cross Sections

RABR - BF -

B, BERHOIIITROR c >0 CRED D~T) Off
R, ZRTROREMERD, ThICRRERE
F BBW, #iixrc TCOST ol iy 5oL
XY, BREOLEMERERET DI LN TES.

TR OBEHEORTER 2NN L Fig. 9 1277
(2) 2 ZRlEFHOHN

a) RETFREREZEELRVEE

5.(1) TOXREFEIZ LY Fig. 10 107+ 10 {0z
B L 0 72 5% 30m, 188 8m, # 1700 mm o
2 ZEEGHT O R & Table 4 [ZRT.

£ A, B, ClipyZe L, I, L oyifEnRks <
Bic o ThENEN 8~9 [Nk ViR LFHE CR—DH
TR 215, SRR L FACOM 230-75 ¢ 3.5~3.8
EEDLDOTEPL B ->TnD. FIEM I HESE 1~4
DEBEIENTT SM 50 ThHZ0iext L, VERMT
F—A Yy MEKRERDH LT SM 58 ZEBIRLT
w5, '
ERHTORS T icRid sWEEE L 8L L, ¢
5. @ 4 oBEEX VR E—2 0 MNEIZE -
THBRENTW B E Table 5 1573, Ly, L, %)
A AR BB IR I T VWAL 3 M, fRiicRR D
BATL 9B VIR LUHRE T, SIEEERCIELT
W5, 7o Table 5 @ L, ik Fig. T © A Jichz
v, HioFEKRETE— 2> NEOBRATHS. Ly, L,
FRR T 5B T OFE AT E— £ v MROELE
BELTWRW e —EBEL-TWs. T, LM
OFFMERR RS Z L IC X Y HHTESE OE R L U
WiERR2 Y, Bkiid £—2 0 ML 2OBL,
Table 5 OZFcBITS L, i3 SFLL —FLTWA
v LinLkBEhic I, LY, M 2 XY, BENOR
WEIT, RREBERDLZEFRVETI LD,

{m) j

Max. BM. Diag.
100

=
200
300

400

(t-m)

Fig. 10 Max. Bending Moment Diagram and Max.
Resisting Bending Moment Diagram of

Max. Resist. BM.
Diag.

+)

2 Span Continuous Girder with Nonuniform
Cross Sections (Span Length=230 m)
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Table 4 Comparison of Optimum Solutions of 2 Span Continuous
Girders with Various Initial Values.

Bridge Width=8.00m, Span Length=30m, Web Height=170cm
P;=17.955t, g;=1.257 t/m, ¢4=2.300t/m (average)

Type | A | B \ c ’
Design ' L 1 1 1.1 L I L b
Variabtes | (x 10y ¢ 10%cmé] M |¢x 10%em) [(x10em] M J¢x 1Fem) | x10Feme] M
1| 260 | 1.003 ‘ 50| 4.50 1000 | 50 | 150 | 1.300 |50
=8| 2| 5.5 1.84 1501 5.2 1500 150 8.00 | 1.000 |50
%g—ﬁ 3] 19.62 1.424 | 50| 18.40 1.500 |50 | 17.90 1.700 | 50
A> | 4| 2633 1711 |50 | 25.00 1.500 |50 | 28.00 1.000 | 50
5| 30.00 L775 50| 30.00 1.500 |50 | 30.00 2.000 | 50
, 1] 2w 0.702 |50 2.86 0.700 | 50| 2.86 0.701 | 50!
Eq 2| 6.21 1.294 |50 6.20 1.202 |50 | 6.20 1.202 | 50
2|3 | ve 1717 |50| 19.60 ¢ 1.717 | 50| 19.60 1.717 | 50
&34 210 1.144 |50 | 27.11 1.147 |50 27.11 1.147 | 50
5| 30.00 1.421 |58 30.00 1.422 | 50 | 30.00 1.422 | 58
ggstfl 2.8939x 105(yen) 2.8940% 16 (yen) 2.8939 % 108 (yen)
Cycle 9 9 8
C. Time 3.8 (sec) ‘ 3.8 (sec) i 3.5 (sec) ‘
*Caleulated by FACOM 230-75 '
Table 5 Successive Improvements of L, and L, (2 Span Continuous
Girder shown in Fig. 10)
Iter. No. Initial V. 1 2 | 3
1] 150,500 | 235.,50) | 28.,50) | 270.,(50)
LD 12| 300,60 | 52.,60 | 568,60 | 59%.,60
3] 1203.,50) |1293.,(50) |1293.,(50) |1298.,(50)
3 - )
{ T COST (yen) = ?_zlcosq“;xz,- 591620, | 591117 591067.
fea
Tter. No. | Initial V. 1] 2 3| e
P11l 100, | 223.,(50) | 264.,(50) | 266.,(50) | 269.,(50)
*‘.vlgA 3
LD 2| 1100.,650) | 478.,(50) | 563.,(50) | 588.,(50) | 5%8.,(50)
| : e e s
'3 | 1215.,(50) |1215.,(50) {1215.,(50) |1215.,(50) |1215.,(50)
[
3 ;
T COST (yen)= 1_21COSTixli 553398. | 551859. i 551739. | 551741
2
i
Iter. No. Wil V. | 1 | 2 | 3 4
1] 1000.,04D f 410.,(50) | 390.,(50) ‘ 370.,(50) | 35L1.,(50)
LD | 2] 1100.,(8) |1085.,(50) | 695.,(50) | 680..(50) | 665.,(50)
3| 1215.,50) 11215.,(50) |1215.,(50) |1215.,(50) |1215.,(50)
3 |
TCOST (yen)=| X, COSTyxl;  566064. | 654250. | 563891 | 552760,
p2 .
i ]

5 6 7| s 9 10|
331.,(50) 312.,(50) | 202.,(50) | 275.,(50) | 276.,(50) | 277.,(50)
650.,(50) | 635.,(50) | 620.,(50) | 620.,(50) | 603.,(50) | 605.,(50)
1215.,(50) | 1215.,(50) |1215.,(50) 1215.,(50) 1215, ,(50) | 1215. ,(50)
552255. 551881. 551608. | 551536, | 551473 551479

?

* (41)=S541,(50)=SM 50, =SM 58
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Table 8 Comparison of 7COST which are calculated
by eq.(6)for 2 Span Continuous Girders with
NM=2~12 (Span Length=30m)

N Type 7CoSTFLAyen)| B4 (YeN)| TCOST (yen)
6
2 +) ) 3491340, 0. 3491340,
s 6.
a (+) ) 3124348. 73543, 3197890.
5 5 3
(+) ()
6 3028676. 97065. 3125741.
5 % 56
8 o A 2931639. 109586. 3041224.
55 5 5%
1 e 2893900, 129251. 3023151.
]
55 5 5 56g
12 SN 2869793, 159638, 3029431,

*5 = gM50 , 6 = SMS58
L, R ® Xy TCOST #E LK.

Table B8 L VLR X 51T, ZRIEOKEZ 2MHL Y
120 LRI B12 LI, R (6) 0 15 3, COST,-
I, 1% 3491340 [ 1 v 2869793 HIz 3 528, Wi
52 HoRAREHR T BW, 21 0p1X Y 159638 F
SHEIML, HrehofilfEg e UCRERTER 10 Hog
AWENO TCOST 3023151 HEHE2TWwW 5. Lip
UEKTE S 8 oy T COST 3041224 [ o 3% b7
iz 18073 & 0.60% OFEWTH D, EEICHE %

KPR - Bf -

O - T, Hic TCOST OF/NIDHRIZE B
N5z LR, BHAEBHERTY 2 LIZ X A OMmES
O Aot S ERE L BE VEE i b ik
ETRETHSS.

6. SLP JEIC Xk 282 E DI

AR TIRE L T 5 KRR X BB O sk qt
i, 3.2 TONELSEEITEROEIEEK I, L,
M DEFHR LT WET, ZHEROEZX S
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BDIESTZ L in XV EREEROB X B IREES~D
HEPEEL TS, TOFRICBWTAREE, SHE
FKOBAEROB I X 5B me Ao BHEEBE XU
RIEEEA~ OB ERICER L35 SLP HBick D i
TR ERET B D ok e g UGk L v
H5TENTED. T TAEICIE 1) o SLP #kic
X BB EBRLOFEIC X L L DL TV, RO
fEHEM R L ORI W TRHET 2 2 & b L.

FHH 30m o BHT 35 & U8 2 RETMUSHT o, AR
(Graphical Method) XU 1) @ SLP iz Xk 3
ROy 2hFh Table T XU 8 o7

BAWTOF Tk SMERO I L, M DI THED
FERREEALE—EL, Zho TCOST 0EWL DT
2z 53 [, 0.0082% /&L, F—OREEIE LN
7z. FHEER (CPU Time) ix FACOM 230-28 < SLP
o 150~200 Fhicxt L, Graphical Methed ¢t 10
~16 F & 1/12~1/15 OFFRHE CTROER ¥ H T 5.
* 77 2 REEESHT OB CIE, Ly, L, ™FRFR 13.4%
B 17.3% fERRZD, Fhiclizdn L L v%
WELRDBN, FOMOFEATHROMAT L ALY L,
T COST D34 b Faslc 0.053% i - TnWs. 2
EEfEliz HITAC 8800/8700 T SLP o 60~100 iz
1, Ao 3~4 %k, SLP o 1/20~1/25 L7
- TW5.

Table 8§ (3455 90 m, fURF & Fde BRI 1:
1.2:1 T 5 3 BEEEEHTICD WT BEAO LB 21T
SslebdThB. I, L Wil Graphical Method 33
XUV SLP ®ofERiciz LA S ENRL, M Lssik
—LTRY, TCOST % 0.40% Lb F »rozElich
S TWa. UL UEHERENT Graphical Method Tt
10~15 L, SLP ofy 1/30 CEEEEE T 5. 72
BEio Table 7, 8, 9 ic5r7 SLP #:i2 k 2ME13,
B EERE R LTI b D Th 5. AR Ea 0
B (CPU Time) 2B S 2 D%, REFSEOMIH
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Table 7 Optimum Solutions of Simple Span Girder
with Nonuniform Cross Sections by Gra-
phical Method and SLP Method
Bridge Width=8.00 m, Span Length==30m, Web Height=200
cm, P;r=17.990t, qv~1 259 t/m, qd 2.310t/m (average)

Seq Graphlcal Method i SLP Method
No- | riemy | Liem?) rM | Lem) | Iemy | M
1 2037 | 1376687 fal 2967 \ 1389224 | 41
2 \ 710.0 1520473 58 f 701.2 ;1507252 | 58
3 1500.0 2113532 58 ‘ 1500.0 | 2113595 |58
- i
Min. T COST (yen)‘ 1,643,622 ‘ 1,643,675
Calculation
Timess " (sec) |~ 1016 ‘ 150~200

* Calculated by FACOM 230-28

**  The differences of Calculation Times are caused by the initial
values of the design variables and the convergency criteria
to optimum solution.

Table 8 Optimum Solutions of 2 Span Continuous
Girder with Nonuniform Cross Sections
by Graphical Method and SLP Method

Bridge Width=8.00m, Span Length=30m, Web Height=

170 ecm, P;=17.955t, g;=1.257t/m, qgz=2.300t/m (average)

Seq. Graphical Method ‘ SLP Method
Noo | Ltemy | Itemd | M Leem) | I(cm*) ‘ M
1 285.0 | 697606 50 323.1 779103 50
2 618.8 & 1288148 50 725.7 1430407 50
3 1962.0 | 1712473 i 50 1997.0 1695642 50
4 2702.2 ’ 1136303 l 50 2683.0 1085665 50
5 3000.0 { 1431270 i 58 1 3000.0 1429441 | 58
Min. 77COST (yen); 2,893,060 2,891,515
Calculation | L l o
Time (sec) | 3~14 ; 60~100

* Calculated by HITAC 8800/8700

Table § Optimum Solutions of 3 Span Continuous
Girder with Nonuniform Cross Sections
by Graphical Method and SL.P Method

Bridge Width=8.00m, Bridge Length=90m

Span Ratio=1:1.2:1, Web Height=190 cm

P;;=18.042t, q;;=1.263 t/m, g¢,=2.030t/m (average)

Pr,=17.747¢, q1,=1.242t/m, g4,~=2.031t/m (average)

Seq. |  Craphical Method | SLP Method

No. Liem) | I(emd ; M] L(cm) I(cm?) ’ M
1 233.8 1 846592 | 41| 248.8 888658 | 41
2 546.5 | 1238921 |50] 550.9 | 1250520 |50
3 1805.6 | 1723537 |50 | 1850.0 | 1700003 |50
4 2812.5 | 1217830 |50 | 2486.0 | 1217784 |50
5 2812.59 | 2128666 |50 | 2812.5®| 2180159 | 50
6 3153.5 1 2198666 |50 | 3153.0 | 2180150 |50
7 3808.8 | 1112415 |50 3841.0 | 1159787 |50
8 | 4500.0 l 1529952 |50 | 4500.0 | 1486529 |50

Min. TCOST(yen) 4,224,079 \ 4,241,036

Calrulatlon
ol (s | ‘ 10~15 \ 60~450

* Calculated by HITAC 8800/8700

XD, COBREOENMETRIEERTLOTHD

PibED~7 SLP i X 2 L O#E, 5.2 TRL
TSR E B - CLRI— D RBERICIURE T %

33

&, BIUESWEHTOFESRE XY, KX TREL
7o HiWTIE @ Suboptimization 1233 <HHE @ MAEE
BABCEH LR Z L RLBHBNE R 7. Thb
5,

@ AU CTRELEESR B LY,
BHTB ORI R BB B b 5.

@ AHBic X DUEE, 2R X U3 RN ARG
DERFERD DI HE L+ 55 HM 2, HITAC
8800/8700 % % \ix FACOM 230-756 T 0.22 #~156
@k%bwfﬁ<,*$m&%Lud&T&

@)SU?&am%LTﬁ%7ma7Amﬁ<,#o
ERRES TH Y, FHEEBREL T a7 BRI DAL
T,

@ K AHIR S, Mo R I, L, M Sicbi
HIBRIC X DB E B EWIR 5 T SHT O BoE s it

RiflHT,

éﬁfg CEOMEHAITIE, S HICHEOWR ANET
%
1. &N E

KESIZ BT, ¥ Suboptimization X v &
bivciEa OBFRIRE Y, fTogRMFE—2v -

BH/NWEREICER L, T EXKREECX Y Eh
T 52 Ltk - CEDLD TERMCHTBORIER 2 Ik
ETHHERREL, SERs L OENHEE T8 1
KB OB FICEBA LR X0 SLP ic X 5L
DOILEE # R L.

e OHEM LY, RFFFOFEC X DA L Sk
D OFETHE LN EERNERI T 52 L, 51
ERREL B > THLRECRRY e RERIE LIS
k, el aoERBREETHY, PORER R
ETHDICHE LT AHAERMAX b THEL, EF

FIC R ET A2 N TEB L LR EOHEMIC X

D, AR CHE LR rH R e O
EANAREERAETHD LR T DN TED.

7z, ARFIE ST R X OVERTRSR L # o Bolizk At
BICR U X 9 ie, HRMIE & Mg LRYER & H
HIBEE & + SHE O Bl AR IC B VT, Hisic B

U CRFTNE/ MEPEET B 2 e X b ke o. L

#ﬁoT$QM’“‘E%mz&m#éﬁA %, KA
WA L LTHER Y O i, AR TRLEL

5x\7f%Jy7’%m&& FOFER LT H
LT X VAR EERERET S I L BNETH D

Shic AR oMl Aohd T L, HiE, 8
i, 5 W3ZBHImEs & RVEE I Bk X e
H2 BRGIEEPRR 5T, FOMAADEEENHIK
BIRT 22 Ll DB RF N bR VEDR



3¢

WIERL TR TS 2 BHFET 5. Lichd - TEBRORK
Il TR DT LILEE L, BOEE, Hiolis
R~ DB, BUE, WTOBAER S LESICE
BLUTEEORFERERETRETHY, 20Xk
R¥sro b, AR T TREL TV AERR S EERHE
i, HiBOBEER 2175 kOB AR FED—D> L
5HH.

BRBARLTORHFHBIZL Y, SRR L CENE
& L i RE o~ OiFE, XHER I UERkizon
THEMREF R, 88 L ERR O SEiTE, WEEl
N7, Wik, SHfE, FoNEER R I 2L OfoH
AR SRR, FoEMz o T L OB RKE
FTEPETHS.

D

2)

3

4)

5

6)

KRR + B -

& £ X W
BREE - RAGERE T + Suboptimization i X % §HEE
¥iokoEiRat, ARYESHIRSGE, #2155, pp. 1~
14, 1973 F£7 F.
KA - SFWHIHT OBoERENE, TR 29
SRR AIESEE (1), pp. 365~~366, EFN 49 45
10 A.
EIARER S  ERAARHE - RN, BEm48E2A.
HABRER S - ShEBRHS  ERBRIIFH K,
TRAD 47 47
Razani, R. and Goble, G.G. : Optimum Design of
Constant-Depth Plate Girders, Proc. ASCE, Vol. 92,
ST 2, pp. 253~281, April 1966.
Goble, G.G. and Desantis, P.V. : Optimum Design
of Mixed Steel Composite Girders, Proc. ASCE,
Vol. 92, ST 6, pp. 25~43, December 1966.

(1975.11.12 - 4D




