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The Behavior Characteristic and Buckling Strength of Stiffening—Girder
of Cable stayed bridge according to Pylon's shape and Flexure Stiffness
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ABSTRACT

Cable Stayed Bridge is mainly composed of three element. Composed element are cable, stiffening
girder and Pylon. The characteristic of bridge’s behavior depend on these three element’s relative
stiffness, shape and system of bridge. The purpose of this paper is to exame the characteristic of
bridge’s behavior and buckling strength of stiffening girder according to shape and flexure stiffness of
pylon
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