Static Analysis of Cable-Stayed Bridges
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Abstract

This paper was mainly - concentrated on the structural analysis of the cable-stayed bridges
through ‘the linear and nonlizmﬂ‘ amlypls method,

And also this compares and aualysw the charactenstxcs of the two typical system, the radiating
and harp arrangement.

As a result, The radiating configuration is stiffer than the harp configuration in many respects
Besides, the difference betwee:‘z;i:he?‘liwar and nonlinear analysis method is proportional to the
sag. _ ‘

But as the cable of the cablesstayed bridges is tauter, the difference is lesser.
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