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SfNOPSIS

The objective of this stqdy was to find the end span length
resulting in the minimumrgirder weight for a four span svmmetric
four girder bridge under the following constraints:

1, The interior spans are 95 feet each.

2, There is to be no uplift at the abutments,

3, H20-44 loading is to be used,

4, VThe girders are to have a prismatic haunch over the
interior supports, (The ratios of the moment of
inertia at the supports to the moment of inertia in
the positive moment regions of the girders investigated
are 1,0, 1.5 and 2.,0,)

5. Use the AASHO Specificaticﬁ 1965 Edition,

6. A non-cémposi;e reinforced concrete deck is to be
used on the welded girders,

7. For design,_use the uplift resulting frowm the loading
which includes concentrated loads for moment but
not for shear,

8. Use A-36 steel,

The results of this study indicate that the range of end
span lengths in which the minimum cost girders will fall, with
no uplift at the abutments, is relatively narrow. This rangs
appears to be from approximately 47' to 52', However, since
this report was confined to working only with the superstructure,

the most economical structural length was not necessarily found,



INTRODUCTION

Iﬁ the design of highwéy grade separation structures, there
is an increasing amount of emphasis being placed on safety and
the removal of obstructions, which uncontrolled vehicles might
otherwise encounter, from the side of the roadways, 1!lany of
these structures are designed using structural steel so that
they may be constructed with a minimum of interference to traffic,
In the past, steel bridges normally have had an end span
to interior span ratio of approximately 1 to 1l.25, in order to
give as near a balanced design arrangement as possible, Now,
however, the interior span becomes quite iong with the use of
the present safety criteria, This is especiaily true if thare
is a slight skew. The interior span length can often approach
100 feet and in some cases there have been spans of over 135
feeat, In using the balanced span arrangement, the end span is
sometimes considerably longer than necessary to take care of the
fill slope coming down from the abutment, There has been con-
sldevrable discussion as to the economical advantage of shortening
the end span to the point where uplift might occur at the abutment,
If the end spans are shortened drastically with respect to
the interfor span and uplift occurs, the AASHO Specification calls
for a 10C¥% overload.increase, to oppose the uplift, This can
sometimas be accomplished by using a heavy attached abutment,
Unfortunately, the advantage of the attached abutment 1s not
present in the design of a steel structure, so when uplift is

encountered on these structure sone pesitive means of hold down



must be used, These devices become expensive to design and
fabricate, They present a construction prublem-and there 1is a
continual maintenance problem following censtruction. Therefore,
it is desirable to design steel structures with span lengths
which do not lead to ﬁplift and sti}l meet an economical length
criterion,
This study used a trial and error method to determine the
nptimuﬁ end span lengths for various ratios of the moment of
inertia over the piers to the moment of inertia at mid-span. The
depth of the girder as well as the interior span length was held
constant, The dead load weight of the girder was taken as the
average weight of the girder and the design of stiffgncrs and
diaphrams was omitted for purposes of simplifying the calculations,
The criteria which governed this study are as follows:
l. The interior spaﬁs are 95 feet each.
2, Theré is to be no uplift at the abutments,
5. HZb-éh loading is to be used,
4, The girders are to have a prismatic haunch over thé
interior supports, (The ratios of.the moment of
inertia at the supports to the moment of inertia in
the positive moment regions of the girders investi-
gated are 1,0, 1,5 and 2;0.)

5. Use AASHO Specification 1965 Edition,

6. A typical cross section of the bridge is shown in
Fig. A-3,

7. A non-composite réinforced concrete deck is to be

used on the welded girders,



8, TFor design, use the uplift resulting from the loading
which includes the concentrated loads for moment but
not for shear,

9. Use A-30 steel,

The trials were made with ;he end span length (AL) ranging
from 45' to 80' and for ratios of the moment of inertia of the
girder haunch over the piers to the moment of inertia of the
girder at mid-span of 1, 1,5 and 2, A total of 19 cases was
investigated, The analyses and designs for the 19 cases are
summarized in Table 1 and Fig. 7.

There are several criteria which might be used. in determining
the "optimum" span length, Total cost of structure including
foundations, piers and superstructure, superstructure cost or
.girder weight are all criteria which might be used., Since the
cost of foundations and piers will vary from location to location
it would be difficult to inélude these costs in é study such as
this one; Superstructure costiis a more reasonzhle value to
calculate; However, the bid price of reinforced concrete in
place varies considerable depending omn structure location., It
appeared that obtaining and analyzing the pricing information
might well become a.sizable task in itself, For these reasons
the criterion used in this study was total girder weight agd the
"optimun" structure was taken to be the one with minimum total

girder weight,



GENERAL PROCEDURES

EX niﬁl EI njEI EI ngEL
sl B 77 c D 7
f20° 25’-[ ‘;25'.|.25'.I I.zs'.i.zo:‘
AL + 95" ~—’—— 95" + AL ‘.l
Girder Haunch Locations
Fig, 1

l, Given the value of n e n, = 1.0, 1,5, 2,0
(vhere Ay = the ratio of the moment of inertia of the
girder over the piers tolthe m;ment of inerti# bf the
girder at mid-span) |

2, Given the.value of (AL)i' (AL)i = 45", 50" siiieeeaBO?
(where AL = length of the end span of the bridge)

3, Calculate the elements of the displacement-deformation
matrix, Use the displacement method to calculate the
ordinates of the ipfluence lines for all positive and
negative moments such as HB, HC’ HP. {wvhere HP is the
maximum . positive moment in the span).

4, Using the values of the influence line for ¥ find the

BI
ninimum girder weight which will prevent uplift at

abutment A,



3,

7.

9.

10,
4 ls

12,

Assume a gilrder weight larger than the minipum required
to prevent uplift, Find the ﬁead load moment for Mys

Mc and MP' Combine the dead load moment and the maximum
live load moment (lane loading for maximum stress shown
in Fig., A-5, Appendix A) to determine the maximum moment
for designing the girder section,

Calculate the maximum shearing force at abutment A and
at interior supports B and C, by combining the shearing
forces caused by the dead and live 1lozds,

Design the girder section with the actual sheariag
stress and.actual bending stress to meet the require-
ments of the AASHO Specification,

Calculate the weight of the girder chosen, If it is
different from the assumed value, repeat steps 5 through
7 until a suitaﬁle section is obtained.

Calculate the total weight of the four girders in kips,
Piﬁk a new v#lue of AL, and repeat steps 3 through 9
until the pertinent range of AL h;s been covered..

Pick a new value of n and repeat steps 2 through 10

il

until the three chosen values of n, have been used.

i
Use the length of the end span-as the abscissa and the
total weight of the four'girders as the vertical

coordinate, and plot the results into curves with

‘respect to n_=1, ni=1.5 and n,=2, Then, estimate the

i i

optinum end span leagth from the cutrves.



NUMERICAL EXAMPLE

From the values of the dead load, live lane ioading and
the distribution factors®it can be seen that the interior glrders
will control the design,
1, Analysis and design for ni=1
1,1 AL = B0 ft,

Ao c 7 D %7 E

|~A1.=so'-{— 95" + '95'A-+.AL=80'.I

Bridge Dimensions
Fig, 2
The results of the analysis of this structure are included
in Tables B-2, B=3, B-4 and B-? in Appendix B,
l.1,1 Find the lower limit of girder weight which will prevent

uplift at the abutment,

gl ok
wL=0.32 k/7
P 1 [TTITTTT
A B G D% E
W
D ~)(ﬁB)cr
Ef 80" —I
(RA)cr

Live Loading for Minimum Reaction at A

Figo 3
*See Appendix A



(A)

(8)

Find the critical moment at interior support B

50

I = S0+135

= 0,244

(1) Due to dead load

(MB)D = ~777,4291 vy

(2) Due to live load

(a) Two concentrated loads

(HB) = =(8,1831 + 0,5520)(9)(1,244) =

conc
-98 kip -ft

(b) Uniform live load in spans BC and CD

(MB) = (=512,0627)(0,32)(1,244) =

unif
-204 kip -ft

(M), = -(98+204) = -302 kip =ft

(M) = ~77744 v

B er D

+ (=302)(1.4545) = =777.4 wp T 440

Fox (RA)min LA
W

(R = () __ + 5(80)%1/80 > 0

-777.4 wy - 440 + 3200 wy > 0

w, > 0,182 kips/ft

D

but concrete deck N = 0,78 kips/ft

estimated stiffeners and diaphrams = 0,015 kips/ft

0,795 kips/ft

( ) > w - 0.795

min — D
> Dy182 ~ 0,795 < 0

W
g

Minimum girder weight = 0 kips/ft



1,1.2 Calculate maximum moments
Dead load : concrete deck + ;tiffeners 595 1b/ft.
estimated weight of girder 160 1b/ft
0,955 k/ft
Caze 1, Maximum negétive moment
From the analysis in Tables B-2, B-3, B-4 and B-5,

Appendix B, it can be seen that M_ 2 > M_,

B C
(A) Maximum moment at B
1= 29 - 0.235
E(BD+85)+125

(1) Due to live 1load

(a) Due to -concentrated loads

(M)

Bl one © ~LBCLEBIET GEANLAI L 205 =

| -175 kip -ft
(b) Due to uniform load
(MB)unif = (-906.4399)(0.32)(1.235) =
-358 kip -ft

gl = =(175+358) = =533 kips-ft

(M
{2) Due to dead load

(MB)D = (=777.,4291)(9.955) = ~743 kip -ft

(M) o= (=743)+(533) (1,4545) = =1520 kip -ft

Case 11, Maximum positive moment
Tables B-3, B-4 and B-5, Appendix B, indicate that
the positive moment in the end span is larger than that in the

interior span,



(l) Due to live load
(a) Due to concentrated load

M oone = (16.3666)(9)(1.244) = 184 kip -ft

(b) Due to uniform lecad

M (650.4863)(0,32)(1,244) = 260 kip -ft

unif &
(M)L = 184 + 260 = 444 kip -ft

(2) Due to dead load
(M)D = (458,4638)(0,955) = 438 kip -ft

(M) __ = 438 + 444(1.4545) = 1084 kip -ft

M

Bres ™ (M) ., = 1520 kip -ft

1,1.3 Calculate maximum shear force

Case I, Maximum shear force at end supporf

13k 13
WL=0.32 k/r

111174;;.

w
L M
(11T \) B

L 80" —

Loading for Maximum End Reaction

Fig. 4

(1) ' Due to dead load

MB'S ~777,4291 x 0,955 = =743 kips-ft
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w
(V) = (1, + —(80)7]/80 = [-743 + 30501/80 = 28.8 kips
(2) Due to live 1oad' I = 0,244

(a) Concentrated loads

VAI = 13 x 1,244 = 16,2 kips

M, = +2,1870 x 13 = 28 kip -ft

28
VA2 =80 ¥ 1,244 = 0,4 kips

(VA)canc = 16,6 kips

(b) Uniform load

MB = =265,3713)(0,32) = -85 kip ~-ft

w

[, + —2(80)%] % 1,244/80 = 14,6 kips

(VA}unif A B

(VA)L = 16,6 + 14,6 = 31,2 kips

‘Va)max = (VA)b + 1.a545(vA)L = 28,8 + 45,4 = 74,2 kips

Case 2, Maximum shear force at interior support

() Find (VQ) . I = 0.2273

Loading for Maximum Shear Foxce at B

Figc 5
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(1) Due to dead load

MC = 739,4116 x 0,955 = 705 kip -ft

My = 743 kip -ft
w

-
(Vp)p = [52(95)° + 1 - M_1/95

B

= [4320 + 38)/95 = 45,8 kips
(2) Due to live load

(a) Concentrated loads

vBl = 13 x 1,2273 = 16 kips
MB = 47,5833 x 13 = 00 kip -f¢t
M, 6 = =2,0338 x 13 = =26 kip ~ft

c

Voy = [, = MC] x 1,2273/95 = 1,6 kips

(V3) cone = 1746 kips

(b) Uniform laad
M, = 906,4899 x 0,32 = 290 kip -ft

M_ = 263,9208 x 0,32 = 85 kip ~ft

c
*1, 2
(Vp) nqe = My = Mo + 57(85)7] = 1,2273/95 = 21,4 kips

(v.) = (Vp), + 1.6545 (Vp), = 102.6 kips

B max L
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13 13k
""/WL
[T T T
Rz S ez o =3,
MB(_illerllI])Hc
s i

Loading for Maximum Shear Force at C

Fig- 6

(1) Due to dead load
(Vo) = (0,955) x 95 - (V) = 90,7 = 45.8 = 44,9 kips

(2) Due to live load
(a) Concentrated loads

Vcl = 13 x 1,2273 = 16 kips

MB = =2,1840 x 13 = =29 kip -ft

Hc = 8,0545 x 13 = 104 kip =-ft

VCZV= [MC-MB]_x 1,2243/95 = 1.7 kips

(VC)COHC = 17.7.kip8

(b) Uniform load

MB = 354,2858 x 0,32 113 kip -ft¢t

1

M, = 950,9838 x 0,32

" 304 kip -ft

W
(VQ) yuie = [Mg=¥y + +2(95)%1 x 1,2273/95 = 20.8 kips

(v.)

- P + . &= ]
Jp = 17.7 + 20,8 = 38.5 kips



14

(Vc)max = 44,9 + 38,5 x 1l.4545 = 100,9 kips

Since (VB)max > (v.) > (V,)

C max A’ max

= 4 = i
Vies = (Vp) o, = 10246 kips

l.1,4 Design of girder section

(a)

Assume wg = 160 1lb/ft

Therefore M = 1520 kip =ft

(a)

(b)

(c)

~Web: 51" x == Ix = 3474

des
vdes = 102,6 kips
1
Web design

Assume t = 5/16"

- & _Llll
< 165 D < 165 x & = 51.5 ]ﬂ

use D = 51"

atlo

. K v oo llae K an
Flange designz 21

Assume Af = 15,5 sq. in,

= " = 11
g = 1"y by = 15,5 . *L
T

t

bf/tf = 15,5 < 23 . E

Check bending stress

3 4 3

16

A, = 15,5 sq, in. Ix = 1352 x 15,5 = 20956

f

Total Ix = 24,430

1
2

3

AASHO Specification 1965 Edition, p. 113,
AASHO Specification 1965 Edition, p. 112,

Manual of Steel Construction, Sixth Edition, p. 2=61, 2~67,
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It is assumed that the compression flange 1s partially
supported, With the length of unsupported flange-between
lateral supports 25 feet, the allowable compression stress is
defined by the AASHO Specification as follows:

F, = 20,000 = 7.5 (L/b.)” with L/b, < 36 °

L = length, in inches, of unsupported flange between

lateral supports

ﬁut continuons girders may be proportioned for negative
moment at interior supports for an allowable unit stress 20

per cent5 higher than permitted by this formula,

P, = 120,000 = 7,5(32%)%) x 1.2 = 20.6 ksi

The allowable unit stress calculated from the above formula
can not exceed the allowable unit stress for the compression
flange supported‘throughout its length (20 ksi in A-36 steel).

Therefore use

F, = 20 ksi,

b
'Md C
f g.—e—s-_ c-26.5“
b 1
x
fb 1520 x 12 x 26,5 19.8 ksi < 20 ksi

24430

(d) Check shearing stress,

v
f =088 102485 _ 5.5 ket < F. = 12 ksi
v A 5 v

w 16 x 51

4AASHO Specificétion 1965 Editién, ge Bl

5AASHO Specifiéation 1965 Edition, p; 83,



(e) Check girder weight

A= fL + 51 + 2 x 15.5 = 47 sq. in,

wg = 3,4 x 47 = 160 1b/ft
115 Total weight of girders

WT = 0,16 x 350 x & = 224 kips

The analysis and design for the other values of n

are summarized Iin Table 1 and Fig. 7.

i

and AL

16
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B

min

Table 1, Sumnmary of designs
‘Max, Max. cird Lt :
AL (v ) i negative positive d :1ruef ?fCtlofﬂ'f
ni }t lg/?t MOTENE O kies nepative moment
' kip-ft kip-ft i web f£lang
80 0 1520% 1084%% 2026 § 51x5/16% 15.5x1
70 0 1550 1012 102,58 = 16x1
65 0 1560 1010 108.4 5 2
60 0 3573 1010 104 " o
1
55 0 23T 1008 104 =t e
50 0 1578 1004 104,4 " "
45 210 1615 1017 106.4 - +
80 (¢ 1685= 1035%% 103,7 | 51x5/16 17.5x1
70 0 1673 911 102 " =
65 0 1694 906 102,5 " "
L T 0 1710 906 103 " 18x1
50 135 1720 896 104.6 " e
45 745 . . . . .
80 0 1825%* 1002 #*%* 105.6 | 51x5/16 17x1
70 0 1767 839 103.9 i I3al
2.0} 65 0 1796 835 102.,6 i .
60 0 1807 833 102 ,4 " =
L 55 0 1812 826 103.8 = t
50 295 L L] Ll . L
¥ All web and flange dimensions are in inches
Nenaite * Max, negative moment controlled by HB, otherwise by
*% Max, positive moment in. end span, otherwise in inter
o (w ) increases sharply, therefore the design is o




:—:-r_.r Girder section for £ £ o W
ment positive moment b v g e
i ks Vhuea ksi ksi 1b/ft kips
JSx1+ | 51x5/16+ | 15,5x1t 19,8 6.4 160 224
6x1 # 16x1 19,65 | 6.4 163 215
G " " 19,751 6,45 163 208, 5
" " " 19,9 6.5 163 202
[% " " 20 6.5 163 E 195,5
“ " " 20 6,5 163 E 189

: : ; ! : 210 | 235
5x1 | 51x5716 | 12.5%078 L. 29,7490 6.5 147 206
o " " 19,6 6,4 148 195.5
B " " 19,8 €. 4 149 191
ix1 " 13x7/8 19.6 6,43 152 188
W : " 19,7 4 6.53. ) 54 179

I . g & o 745 834
;;;E‘ 51x5/16 |11x7/8 19,9 6.6 152 212.8
}:Z§ " 9.5%7/8 19,53} 6.5 141 | 186
"o " " 19,8 Bk 142 182
v " " 19.97] 6.4 264 | 179
" " " 19,9 - 6:4.5 144 173
U . ' ‘ = 295 343
:irff—:r span.

5 omitted.

X7
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Total weight of girders (WT)

370

350

330

310

290

270
250
230
210
190
170

150

kips

4

40

o r— i 4 s ——— o hr—
.

18-

4
X calculated data
— o~ estimated position
for onotinum end
span length
> niul
//’//nifz ] 0
X -
X ,/i%/’ni il
’(./ o
\ o - o
e o A_,,,.—--"x'-'.‘,.-*"‘
f“'" e o
o\ X_. b
NN
essmmgnssalleons s At b o Popi *
50 55 60 65 70 75 80

End span length (AL)

End Span Length vs, Total Wedght of Girders

Fig. 7
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DISCUSSION

The tabulated data in Appendix B indicates that the negative

moment at C, (Mc) due to live load increases as end span length,

Ll
AL, increases, However, the negative moment at C, due to dead
load, (MC)D, decreases as the end span length increases and the
two effects therefore tend to offset each other., The data also

. indicates that the negative moment at B, due to both live load
and dead loaﬁ, MB’ increases as end span length increases, The
maximum nega@ive moment is the combination of moments due to dead
load and due to live load (including impact), Study of Table 1
shows that the maximum negative moment, whén it occurs at point
c, decrease; somewhat as end span length increéses. The reason
being that the rate of decrement of moment due to dead load is
larger than the rate of increment of moment dve to live load,
When the end span iength reaches 80 feet, the maximum negative

moment will be controlled by M .As stated above the monent at

B'

B, M,, increases as the end span length increases, This indicates

B

that the maximum negative moment will be increased as the end

span length increases beyond 80 feet,

When n,=2 and AL=80"', the design will be controlled by

i
the maximum positive moment, Since the maximum positive moment
increases rather rapidly as the end span length increases,.the
slope of the curve; wilth ni=2, in Fig., 7 will be increased as
the end span length increases beyond 80°',

When ni=1,5 and AL=80', it can be seen that we are approaching

the point where the design will be controlled by the maximum
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positive moment as discussed above, Therefore it can be antici-
pated that the slope of the curve with ni=l.5 in Fig, 7 will be
increased as the end span length increases beyond BG ",

The exact locations of the points at which (wg)mingwg were
not found, In the case of n,=1.,5, for AL=50", (wg)min-135 1b/ft
and the average design weight is 154 1b/ft indicating that we
are approaching the cross over point wheré weight rather than
stress-is the controlling factor. For ni=1 and ni-Z,-the design
points chosen straddle the cross over points and the shape of
these curves in this region has been estimated based on the
shape of the curve for niﬂl.S and the values of (wg)min for the
chosen design points,

When ninl, AL=45', a girder with web section 51" x {E" and
flange section 16.5" x 1" was tried. It met the requirements
of the AASHO Specification but the weight of this girder section
is 167 1b/ft which is considerably less than the minimum weight
for preventing uplift, Therefore the design was omitted from
Table 1, The designs for ni=l.5, AL=45" and ni=2, AL=50"' were
omitted for the same reason, -

- The optimum end span length is therefore estimated within

the range of 47' to 52' as shown by the dashed line in Fig,., 7.
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CONCLUSIONS

Since this report was confined to working only with the
superstructure, the most economical total structural length was
not necessarily found, To determine this length the cost of the
structural steel, the reinforced concrete and the substructure
would have to be considered, It can be seen from Fig, 7 that
the minimum girder weight occurs for n=2 and AL=52', However,
the quantity of reinforced concrete will increase as the span
length increases, therefore if the whole superstructure is con=-
sidered the optimum length might be different from that indicated
for the girders alone, B .

Study of Fig, 7 does indicate that the rénge of lengths in
which the minimqm cost girders will fall, with no uplift at the

abutments, is relatively narrow. This range appears to be from

approximately 47' to 52°',
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D.F,

EI

des

MB'HC

(MB)D'(HC)D

(M), (M),

(M) (M)

B 'max, C’"max
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NOTATION

length of the end span of the bridge
total cross sectional area of the plate girder
cross sectional area of one flaﬁge

cross sectional area of the web

width of the flange

the distance from outer fiber of the fiange
to neutral axis of the girder

depth of the web

lateral load distribution factor

flexural rigidity

allowable bending stress

actual bending stress

allowable shearing stress

actual shearing stress

impact fraction

moment of inertia of the girder about the
x-axls

moment used for the design of the girder
section

the moments at supports B, C

the moments at supports B, C, due to dead
load

the moments at supports B, C, due to live

load

= maximum moments at -supports B, C



conc

unif
(R,)

min

Lo T

des

24

critical moment at B for minimum reaction

at A

the ratio of the moment of inertia of the
girder haunch over the piers to the moment of
inertia of the girder at mid-span

moments due to concentrated loads

moments due to uniform live load

minimum reaction at abutment A

thickness of the web

thickness of the flange

shearing force at supports A, B, C

shearing force used for the design of the
girder

average dead load in kips/ft.

weight of girﬁer in kips/ft,.

the minimﬁm girder wéight which will prevent
uplift at the abutﬁent '

uniform live load in kips/ft.

total weight of the four girders in the bridge



1,
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3.
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LOADING INFORMATION
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(1) H20-44 Loading 1
(a) Truck Loading : W=40,000 LBS
v —_—
? /
0.1W 0.1W “é-g
uof
£
&0
-
vegls
2 0l o
o —‘
LRI RS
curb ool -
- an 77 oo
Uﬂ ¥
2'-!-— 6' —-‘-2' P 7] =
/ 7 I =
, / A
10' clearance 0. 4W 0,4V
' ;
Truck Loading Diagram
Fig., A-1
(b) Lane Loading
18,000 for moment
“L— Concentrated load { :
26,000 for shear
Uniform load 640 LBS per linear foot of load
T T
Lane Loading Diagram |
Figc A-Z
1, AASHO Specification 1965 Edition, p. 14-15,
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{(2) Girder Lavout

—_— 14 - oo 14"
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.
2
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o
l
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#: - . o & %
< ‘_ - 7 2 o WS b
- T * P - L .
T RS o L Y .-.‘L 7 7/ 8"
3 .
L . o= ¥ s
. SR
..L

P "4[5-5 " "i

Typical Cross Sectiaon

Fi B A"B



(3)

(4)

Concrete Deck (Dead l.oad)

Exterior Girder

Slab i (4+z.ﬁ7)(7%¢12)x150=557 1b/ft

Parapet :

Area 1

64.5 Bql in.

Area 2 22,0 sq. in,

60.0 8q- in.

Area 3

Area &

30.0 Sq. inu

176,5 sq. in.

(176,5/144) x 150= 184 1b/ft
Total 841 1b/ft

Distribution of Loads

"Exterior Girder 3
Case 1, Assuming the flooring to
act as a simple span between
girders,

D.Fo = 1 + % - 1,25

\‘“’"%:6' —

P
E——— s = 81
L ‘"_\_

Typical Lane Lcading

Fig, A-4

2.
3.

AASHO Specification 1965 Edition, p. 28,
AASHO Specification 1965 Ediction, p. 29,
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Interior Girder

Bx(?%/lZ)x150=780 1b/ft

780 1b/ft

Interior Girder 2

DeFe = == = 1,4545
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£
Case 2, D.F, 5.0F 0.358

= 1.3333
D.F. = 1.3333

{9) 1Impact Formula

" The amount of this allowance or increment is expressed
as a fraction of the live load stress, and shall be determined
by the formula:

50

I = iT_ﬁ-S_- in which

I = impact fraction (maximum 30 per cent)
L = length in feet of the portion of the span which is
loaded to produce thé maximum stress in the member.
For continuous spans use the length of span under considera-
tion for positive moment, and use the average of two adjacent

loaded spans for negative moment."4

(6) Loading for Maximum Stress

The lane loadings shall consist of the loads shown in
Figure 1,2,5B and in addition thereto another concentrated load
of equal weight shall be placed in one other span in the series
in such position as to produce maximum negative moment, For
maximum positive moment, only one_concentrated load shall be
used per lane, combined with as many spans loaded uniformly
as required to produce maximum moment,

The lane loading shall be continuous or discontinuous, as

may be necessary to produce maximum stresses and the congauntrated

4, AASHO Specification 1965 Edition, p. 21,
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load or loads shall be placed in such position as to produce
maximum stresses,"
The lane loading which will produce the maximum stress due

to negative moments and positive moments is shown in Fig, A-5,

S AASHO Specificationm 1965 Edition, p. 18,




