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FIELD TESTS AND ANALYSIS OF UYASHINAI FOREST ROAD BRIDGE USING GLUED LAMINATED TIMBERS

BN %, ¥k =™
By Kaoru HASEBE and Seizou USUKI

Uyashinai bridge is located at the Uyashinai forest road in Akita District
Forest Office, Akita Regional Forest Office. This bridge is glued laminated
grillage girder bridge with laminated deck panels and steel cross bean.
The present paper is concerned with the bshavior of glued laminated grillage
bridge with laminated deck panels and steel cross beam. The usual stiffness
matrix method is used to investigate this problem. A method of analyzing
the rigidity of cross beam is presentsd. Full scale experiments of Uyashinai
forest road bridge are studied experimentally and are compared with the
numerical solutions. Through the comparison with fisld test results, the
accuracy and the efficiency of this method may be verified.
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