75 308l ()] o (owodige g yali

VEF B VY Gl AYA5 Jlo oF 0)loud oFA 053 ey el 3]y soigen 4 s
DOI: 10.22060/ceej.2015.409

i U, 50 adgl yads )51 g (381 55 dawed JSWi-T (g5 950 (o jU8, 9 (5, b

.yl

03l jdazts dgrame Lo e (gape dozeo
Ol e Olad ey ol simivo oD s s Lo g ()l yos 0aSliils

iWagh 4, U (blb S eda bled col 6ped (sLad 2908 il (U slacadgame 5 Sl el 5 olsy ol 4 5l 0Se
VAE sh s Y rcdlys bl e iyt 5 hlaxe diam 350 555 catle B 51 Wmojl sl 0k (3Y b adyal (sla j1 odlizl &y
WAF sls,5 YV i,k 0ad (b AASHTO aol ] bawgs oadls slayl g laseio b calise a8l bl gy sl 59,5 cdllio oyl 5
WRE a5 Yo gk 9 ) 4 lited (sl g (slese LegSUl sgaoma il Jl3ale 5 bausgs Uy s S35 (By5,65- S5 Sygo 93 4
VYAY 15 YR ol ) )3 Lo 5055 (o Cunglie 355150 9 (2 g 3o i3 (e 3o ol B o o o 59,5 (50 b o

1 Glols

23 o i gl il o (golom wdin Jad e oo 5l eolaiwl b Jolee (gla 58— SO L Q'l dulio g b e
s (Jg 039 ;0S5 alde b s g B 3)9)85- 5 Dy (ileS Cuoglie g 2lod Dy Canglie by JlB, &5

GNPG0T e a8 e 5,5 5,5 p5 Wy (9,55 Jbo iz b o ©oglite e cllo 93 K]

i o pylse
2R PLESWeSH

ol g3 s (31 sle 55905 She sla BL Sl (B 3 (B Jlg) mme (Gnoie 4 B 59,5 o (S,

oy a8 2 (o s ol .l ouds dalllae calisre (sLizl b (gl 59 (o HlB) )0 awdins ol ol il pinen B>
gl pa elblene (515955 )3 Canglie (ol LS Gl Jg Bl onned gla 5y9 0 (2l (oD Cenglie 3 58U Al el
Aled oo Ha3C8 1o I )95 (B Cenglio ,d gl ais 15U ) AASHTO ask oyl 53,5 o

Phb gl plis LM Jls 5 olf petile ¢80 by
ol 5 S 0,0l VAAY Jlo 55 ol osd Ols [¥] "ored sla by
@3l Slalllas plosl gl |y (S)3 Slasios o5y, (FHWA) IS, ol
g b ol linl g oded (3V5h Uy e Cunglie g )l3) 350 5
Jy oslil (nyr CSBRP oy, Lol can 35 jic] CSBRP
i 313 g a8lg slel )3 b yiolel pbool K8  odued (sl 59,5
9 & Jr b aebionl o3sn ol @l 5l eslitl b g Jy o8l
5 0295 [5] AASHTO canglio g 5k culps
Slodyns slaimghy 35 oded saByg (b 5lB) 390 5
Slissl il o8 1535 slaie [5] LishiSen 5 00 sl ok ploc
[V] al)San 5 "L a3 oo (alS 1) (i8S gy Croglin ¢35
b Byos B OBbS by il b (Saed &5 S IS
D98 o0 2l (B Cunglie (LS el (39,5 Lol Gl g 01>
st ede i g LalSitylej] adllas [A] Ll Ken 5 "plS geils
ol g3 g w0l el oaed S50y (2lod (Sip Creglie disej
B g @l php Cedl &5 Al (IS ol plye 4 Ghagh

1 Mozer
2 Nakai
3 Shanmugam

Yy

doddo —

ol pdghine & Wil (Solite glaile S5 )b b 59,
LLd 1 sy008 VW 5 av s (JS3-T 595 5l )l o IS0
Sed g (o (M pamdl 0dped g alitune (S G)9 ) A (wdin
2 BEyoy (Sed 29 o0 grkae (Bl g B slily 93 ) )05
S 595 3950 S (58 3 Nos g 0jls 35 S (sl B (sl
o Ly alex j1 il celoojles 1 3,18 55 celin! 51 381 )5 odsas JS5-1
ol o a3l ool @ Limgh ol )3 a5 sl e

tposiine yow I o3l (glacydgiote 9 Sl jlgen Jlil & 5L
ol el oloj p ST 5 o G g sdlasdl llasMe
Y] ool 005 ose 63Ygh (sl s j1 oolizs

Oigh L VAF e and 50 38 3 oded (sl s 2yg0 p> adel Cliass
ol ) oolizl 05 g, 15,61 58 )3 CURT lgis by ,alSiils
hb leaal)” plgis Lo s by ALk sloaly gl w59 ol
AASHTO Luwg A+ Jlo 3 [¥]" oM p3 oased 21,55 o b
oded sy 3)50 ) (slodyinS Slided 5 ol HedS b Sl
igios oyl ol 45 39 48,5 plool 3gd linivs L lojen (sdVeh

malinja@autacir :olslse jboss ot g®



O 99V 58 (gl o s sl odd (25 Yo MPa ()lié cuoglio |
ol 005 c\;ﬁ)f).‘a;).) ’/Y 9 ’/Y‘ )J])J uﬁ_v);du)u

L1=5(@5366mm

R1=75126mm__——-———==-"""""""==-=—=-_ZRTT
D e e e -
=5@ B
ro=11700mm| L173@s12im &l
- F
R3=68292mth _______ |L3=5@4878 Hi
----- — TTe-FL
R4464875mm _ |L4=5@4634fm £ |
R L i i G S
II 11800mm |]
AR 3@3600mm
200mm §| e et e e e e
7 200mm
= #20mm i
600mm wnaale Jls 550mm
sk o

G4”””3417mm G3 34i7mm VGVZ 3417@"””G1

9 53Y93 o5l W e (S jorel Bed y (M5 A 1) JSG
55 SBOB m dold 3y (o550 plato
Fig. 1. The overall geometry of the base bridge;

Plan view and the cross section of the bridge
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Fig. 2. Cross section of the girders and stiffeners
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Fig. 9. The behavior of G3 in bridge systems and single girders in M1-M2-M3 sets
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