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Study on static mechanical characteristics of mock-up bridges based on static loading tests
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Abstract: Static loading tests were carried out using mock-up bridges. From the load displacement relationship in the static loading
test, it was confirmed that the specimen entered the inelastic region.
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Photo.1 The Mock-up model (Model-A) Figure.1 Loaded and observed points
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Figure.2 Load-displacement
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Figure.3 Main stress distribution analyzed by 3D FE model



