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Table 1 Geometry and properties of observation bridge

Construction year March 1960
Bridge length L=187.00m
Span | Hanginggirder L1=16.00m
length | Anchorage girder L2=62m+28 4m+6.2m
width W= 800m
Sted phte girder bridge
Superstructure
with 7 spans
Structural
Ab Wall typeab
tpe Substructure
Piar Elliptical wall type piar
F oundation Caisson
Design load TL-20
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Fig. 1 Plan view of observation bridge and sensor deployment
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Fig. 2 Estimated frequencies
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Fig. 3 Estimated damping constants
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