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Fig. 6 The layout drawing of Wanning Bridge (unit: cm)
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Fig. 7 Wanning Bridge deformation test diagram
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Field traffic test and location of measuring points

(b) 3/10¥5i%42
(b) 3/10's

Fig. 8

{4 / mm

T8 1% CDy I S %

Displacement test results of CD; in casel

9
Fig. 9

VLA 8 G e iy mAr 7 A 7 W AL B gl L CDy
PR KA A 0. 903 mm., #RAE S 4 HAF IS AT 4
b gl i ARl 2L TSRS B T TR E
0.039 6.1 Br'&a] [ RN 3. 373 Hzo KT (@ gk
B U 1T M5 ) (TB10621-2014) ¥ 5E 1 6 /> FR i
2.058 Hz(23.58L ™), F2 W1 J7 T #5 Wi BE 5 2 o5 okt
BREE BT ER .



%6

AW GF - TR IR 30 B B AT L el R B 1173

K10 45 T B 00 2 #9 CD, #l CDy 22 [ B AH
X r B AR B TH AR B 04T G0 5 & i FF L g B 7R
M4k . 0 FF I ) B KAl 16. 837 MPa, 75 FF I J7 o
AT R B 0,093, /N T CRR BE A AT WA BT LA WLV )
HEAE 2 2T 530 7 FF 0 g oy R %K 0. 211,

0, =16.837 MPa

10 LA 2 1952 mATR
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Tab. 2 Parameters of springs of Wanning Bridge
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Tab.3 Natural vibration characteristics of Wanning Bridge
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(c) 3rd model shape
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Fig. 12 The major model shapes of Wanning Bridge
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Fig. 13 Contrast diagram of measured and calculated value
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Fig. 14 Maximum dynamic stress under different speeds
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