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Fig.16 Finite element model of scale suspension bridge
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Fig.18 DI calculation results of 1/4 span stiffening girder

damage
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(a) Calculation results of test case 1 damage index (b) Calculation results of test case 2 damage index

(c) Diagram of test case 3 damage location
and sensor layout
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Fig.19 Damage index calculation results of each case
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