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Bridge Cross Section
element at the point of bending moment at its maximum, where the
From FEM - mass of 2.5 kg on the top as Superstructure

is designed from the Yielding Forces. This is to produce
sufficient acceleration to reach yielding in the structure
once excited.

element is subjected to loads producing huge sum of strain at yield stress. Positioning of plastic hinge formation and it’s impact in

Extended Pile-Shaft Bridges?
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Extended pile-shaft type bridge under dynamic loadings produce plastic hinge positioned along the height of the pile below the soil. A structural analyszs
without considering SSI will result in a non-conservative design - hence, structural failure could be the consequence.
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