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Research on seismic design of continuous girder bridge with high piers of

concrete filled steel tubular laced column

OU Zhijing s LIN Jianmao . LIN Shangshun, LIN Wen
(School of Civil Engineering, Fujian University of Technology, Fuzhou 350118, P.R.China)

Abstract: The continuous girder bridge with new high piers of Concrete Filled Steel Tubular (CFST) laced
column has a broad prospect in the construction of bridges in earthquake area. Based on the engineering
background of Gan haizi super-large bridge, 34 finite element models of three span continuous bridge were
built by universal program of Midas Civil, with different structure design parameters including the pier
height, longitudinal slope, axial compression ratio, diameter ratio of lacing tubes and longitudinal tubes,
vertical spacing of flat lacing tubes, steel ratio of longitudinal element, number of bracing element, pier
top spacing and section form of longitudinal element etc, and the influence of structural parameters on
seismic performance of continuous girder bridge with high piers of CFST laced column and the application
scope of these parameters were researched through elastic seismic response analysis on El1 earthquake.
Then, optimum design of bridge was carried out on the base of numerical results, and calculation results
indicated that seismic response of optimized model reduced greatly.
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1.1 IEES

T T RE R AL T 0 148 HE 22 28 A0 A 28 0P Tk v R B L A ik T AR A Ak T R R 55 R TR S P X
T R FH N TR T R 2 R BIOR AN TR B - 2 v O R A L R R A SRk L B R AR R R
ef AL 25 A0 1 b 52 T 17 o DT 2 5 S5 M RO P RE ME R . RSkt 36 B, 4 3 BRI 55 1 BRALAT 11 5 (40.7 m+
9X44.5 m+40.7 m) , Hrp S TE 24~50 m B, 2 1N A TR BE A% 8 8 BUEIR T 24 mo B, SR JH 89 A TR 5
AL, B 2 BEIE 19 B A0 HIOR T TN B TR AR (34~ 68 m) VA TR BE & A B (FE A B
30 myts [l Y, BB 40 em JRE A AT 1] 40 A3 TR 5 - IR A 1 ) RN A VR BE - SURE B 3 R OE . 5 3 Bk 6 B
(314 ~35 2 B0 ¥ IR, SR FH A9 7 TR 56 - SURE 3454
1.2 it&E3x%

R T B SN A TR A A SR O R T S BN PR S M LTI AR RN SE 1 B TR = i
T 3B (RN 45 m) . FIEBSLHF M &R K AR 356 m A1 130 m) , @A a1
BLERMF . WA IR GE L AS A B 50 m BB BB 12 50, BRI RCR A 4 AR @720 mm X 12 mm B4 .
BN C50 TR EE T BV AE AR R ~F R 1.3 mX 12,25 m, BEHF ] 8 4 38 A0 45 RE 45, S 1) A IR0 P I8
M B 2 mo P 045 % B, B4 9% 48 MO 8 RT3 @406 mm X 10 mm, B4 18 #F R F @203 mm X
8 mmfE . HFPE 24 m, WA H R 20 cm (9 FUN J7 IR BE L 4540 , B IR EE MRS 4.4 m, ER T XK
JH @813 mm X 22 mm B NI C60 REE T . WAE IR T H 406 mm X 14 mm, 2N E X H] Q345 W
w5 GER A CA0 TR EE H 2548 . A4 TR BE A% 40 UM BRI AT 28 2 2 m B =0 an 181 1 s .

1.3 BRTIHEFENA

K A BRI FH R Midas Civil 87 7 89485 TR B A% 1 208 0004 22 AR — 4R, X 24 54T E1 b
AN IR M . BN TR B AT R RO R R R FE s A R BT SR AT AL, e A A R . AT T R AF R A
B Al Shy S RS e L N AE AR N S L R R RS R 2 ) R 8 S GPZ-12.5GD(SD, . SD, |
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Fig.1 Section form of pier and girder
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Table 1 The main material properties

FPEAR A/ K/ AR L
Bk e By B
MPa (kN *m™*) m
Ca0 R+ 3.25% 10" 25.0 0.167
C50 1R %+ 3.45X 10 25.0 0.167
C60 TR %+ 3.6 X 10 25.0 0.167 I T
B2 £HERTESR(B0)
wE 2.06X10° 76.98 0.300

Fig.2 Finite element model of bridge(B-0)
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T 26, 45 IR 8 J8 HU 7= B By ZU R BEoK L 0 Joll b 4 55 Lt ot 2% PR AHE L B9 3 2R 72 - E1 Centro i, Taft
Lincoln School 3% #1 Northridge I , i3 WE{E @ o N 0.086 g, R A IR0 it , R, % & 3 405 | 4
T2 A AR A AR B 2R T AL A 1.0 (S0 + 10D +0.5(18)

2 EHHLE IR 53 AT

e R 45 K B BT I 8 e I 5 A T 25 K B 0T B A il L 5 T R RS (AR D BT S R
K3 & 4 o E1 A T i a5 i i 25 J AN AL R 18, 3% 2 51 i il R0 1T /9 1A i, e, BL~B6 Al
P1~P4 735 3R ERE R EOCHEATE 1 4 5 . ARG B-0 n ERE T AT BROCR(E 45 2R B0 A TR 06t A% ) SO 3L
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Fig.3 Bending moment diagram of bridge(B-0) Fig.4 Displacement diagram of bridge(B-0)
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Table 2 Response values of Pier and girder cross section

gity R AR/ (KN m) 1 /kN 5973 /kN i %% /mm
Bl 1503 61 3041 260
B2 27 634 131 1472 261
B3 34 922 267 4612 262
B4 34 922 179 4612 262
B5 27 634 152 1472 261
B6 1503 61 3041 260
Pl 1 001 10 424 203 0
P2 869 5510 216 260

Hri#
P3 945 7698 193 0
P4 797 4813 176 155

55 B 3 IR 4 RIER 2 TR AN TR BE AT AR A AL B3 T Ak AR AR K, A T R A AR AR R A . X T
Y T BB A R SO B [ ) PN T RS R W IO 8% DR 9 s, AR R TR SR L 0k BRI BUSOR P A
BAE BRI Ty CERE BT 0 MU ) B4 ) AR TAT o 308 BB T BB TIT P2 b A DA B A% A R B 42 o AT

3 IERSESM

R AT TR A R TS B0 9 TR A% R X R B Sk R R 1 PR A M e O b L A R
FE S R AR T R ) [A) B A R R S B BT R ) B A O 9 S 45 A AR TERR Y B,
Ay BRI RE T 34 AN
3.1 #Es

HESE T 9 AN AN ) 30 A A7 X B A% F B B CHD Y AR T B R 20~140 m, K S [R]85 g e 45 42 il 3%
T B9 Y I AE S T3 SON /N AR EAFR B 71 5 R 3 2 b A/ H AR B 8 5 808 2 L BIE RS 3R L 45 1)
o7 U B 1) et P 5~ &1 8 TR
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Fig.5 Bending moment values under different pier height Fig.6 Shear values under different pier height
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Fig.7 The value of N/N, under different pier height
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Fig.8 The value of A/H under different pier height

Ve 2 T T o L S 3 SR R M A S A RS MRV /D o R e 3 A O A o AT 19 R A 0 ) i e

AR/ R RS 80 m B MRS T P82 L X TR CROAH T B 1S O, 2 A SR I AE K R S 1 A 3t ik

BRI AT AT SR 9 T (L i/ B 1 22

MNIEL 7 FE 8 Al BUR RN ) 5K ) Z W N/N AT R 3 A/ H B3 m 922 e el v 8, 5%
Prm AT 80 m ML, X J2 BN YR A ) 80 m J5 (A1 L =>58) S AU AE RN, 12 25, S BN R 8
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Table 3 Seismic response values under different pier height

By H/ BHE/ (KN + m) 5 71/kN N/N, N
m Ee Ui i Vi
20 34 929 2 033 1389 0.637 1/125
30 34 924 1457 532 0.614 1/147
40 34 901 1232 300 0.566 1/153
50 34 922 1001 216 0.544 1/192
60 34 909 880 173 0.498 1/221
80 34 908 798 149 0.474 1/282
100 34 927 743 160 0.524 1/257
120 34 906 710 138 0.614 1/222
140 34 880 672 116 0.677 1/200

T EIE 2 A 5 R H SRR IR AE A T B S BEER T . PR A R TE R B R G 3 ik o 0.1.,0.15,
0.2,0.25.0.3 f1 0.35, &1 2505 B-0 BERVA IR , ¥ il 5 i Mo 52w BAE W38 4 iR,
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Table 4 Seismic response values under different axial compression ratio

B/ (kN + m) 71 /kN 55 73 /kN Hi#% /mm
I H

Bl B I LR L au
0.10 23 003 941 8 955 219 261
0.15 34 922 1001 11 523 216 260
0.20 45 978 1038 13 338 226 266
0.25 57 258 1113 14 591 240 288
0.30 68 733 1348 15 690 299 292
0.35 79 556 1437 17 542 312 302

AR 4 R, B B e OS2 R L S ECE R R . S T (o) DA 010 BE A E 0.35 I, 45 il 4
19 FE 2L M B AR il ) 8T (RIS, AR I B R T 245.906.52.7%6.,95.9% . 42.5 %0 F1 15.7% . B
R R, BRGNS 8O0 R R A S N I E R AR R . RIS
AT AR R AR S 0.10~0.20 Z (8], AT A5 250 i A% A0 A8 TR 6 - A 4 =X e 00342 52 TR A7 Mt 7% ) 7
WA
3.3 HEWE

M SO J e 32 2 52 ) 5 4 S ARG R MR RUR B 1 I S 82— o IR R T 4 /S ISR [ A B 38 B2 15 60~
12 30 i Bl P9 4 S TRl ASE Y HE A7 5% Ll 20T o i 52 A 280 FH S 5 4 ol 80 1) P9 f D/ L 26 5.

FH 2R 5 AT HT A PRIk T 0 A TS R A g s S AT 1) P9 T (BT AN TR R BE S ) . AR IR B Pl 1 60 3
REN 1: 30 B BB HE il 70 5 0 RSB RS (B 23 3% N T 9.0%6.13.3 % it 45.2% . IRFTIHLIAE, FE 2
] A 4 00 P e PR B0 B R R A S R S0 N (R AT K8 T 30 1 N ) R G . R R
X BT A% B 32 32 4 R A S M AR /I o IS0 TR I FH v B AR R A R B R R B SRR AE 12 60~ 1 40 i
LN A 2

F 5 REE R A A i 7R 06 R B

Table 5 Seismic response values under different longitudinal slope

255 / (kN « m) 37 /kN 5§ #1/kN fi#%/mm
W
F g B g B 8 B
1: 60 34 924 1006 10 119 186 262
1: 50 34 922 1001 10 424 216 260
1: 40 34 924 1022 11 281 235 266
1: 30 34 923 1097 11 460 270 270

3.4 HHEWZE
B TR E T AR AT B A R R T S AN R A A% ~20 % 2 [E) il P A RN A I BE R S T 5 A
[i] A PR A8 1A A R (496 .7 %% 11 %6 .15 %0 .19 Y0) BT A 8 B A AT 45 SR L 36 6,
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Table 6 Seismic response values under different steel ratio

B/ N+ m) 41 /KN 591 /KN 3 /mm

L EW :
£ i I 1 1t BT

4 34 921 942 8 635 205 265

7 34 922 1001 10 424 216 260

11 34 918 1105 10 288 234 254

15 34 912 1215 11 182 254 262

19 34 908 1329 11 581 283 268

1 6 T LR H 304 R BB o A Ay JSIORE: PR ARR TR A9 5 99 23 0 M S 42 o 4T 1N 0 (LR W . 5 L TRk, b
T G 2 (R A T B8 A8 TP B B AN 32 35 A AL R . AR B AN 4 00 YR B 19 00, AR B A
TET 37 5 A 18 25 SRR B g (BRI B T B 20 G I T 41,1040 034,16 F1 38,004 . X 2 ALK B A AN A R R AR AL
SR PR 5 B 4 A 9 A AT R R 9 O B2 A b R A P 0 0 DI 4 O BE L R N R A5 B
C B 149 PN (LA ) 0 08 g o A IS0  YE RE  ois E 5 TRR  I E T  RBTHELAS L R 1 A A
AN ~TNZIR BN G,
35 XEEERE

SCEEEARNE O SR M AR Z T, i s o AR A AR (BEJE AR MR 5 S
AR O RRER R W (B AN SR 7 TR .

R7 ARAXETEEZILAMREWEE

Table 7 Seismic response values under different diameter ratio of tubes

¥ EE 2556 / (kN » m) &)1 /kN 5 41 /kN {7 %% /mm
BRI d/D Fip il il il BICT3
0.30 34 922 1 066 8 918 197 262
0.45 34 922 1 030 9 627 209 262
0.55 34 922 1001 10 424 216 260
0.70 34 922 995 11 055 226 259
0.80 34 922 986 11 517 230 259

P T BRI AR BE A S BOE SRR RN T2 X F AR d/D R, BEE S
FEERLH 0.3 K H) 0.8, HF BLAY S A AE /N T 7.5 %0 Al S (E A BY I3 {E 5 BB T 29.1 %081 16.8 % 5 1 7
TR S0 B JL T AN AR B G SOk 14 )89 8 TR GE A A A BIR R 2 T F 5% SR (d /D #EBRAE 0.3~0.5 Z
0], 8 45 A8 R R, 9 (R PR AR g R R, T 7R 28 204 s AR . s TR b, A TR BB A A
3 B S AR AR R AR L B AE 0.3~0.5 Z B AR,

3.6 FHREEM@IMELE

R B 5T 284 1 i ] B 2 B0 A T 32 28 B 2 45 A b 5 ) 7 ) S ) R 8 ST A 88 1) ] R IR R IR H

B 1/50(1 m).1/25(2 m) . 1/12(4 m) . 1/6(8 m) , A [al i34 R (1) b 52 0 07 (8 40 6 8 7
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Table 8 Seismic response under different spacing of flat lacing tubes

- 445 45 /(KN » m) i 1 /KN 35 F1 /kN i #/mm
IF] ER i3 i3 i3 B T5i
H /50 34 922 994 9 856 229 259
H/25 34 922 1 001 10 424 216 260
H/12 34 922 1028 8 638 209 262
H/6 34 922 1 052 8 494 204 261

H 3% 8 W, P AF I W BE g H /50 3§ KR %] H /6 B A U M (A 3 K T 5.8 %, it Jy Rl 5y J e fH 43
SN T 13.8 %6 K1 10.9 Yo b 32 % 4 AR (BRI IS T0U07 7% (828 Ab i FE /N . H T 7 048 A 8 O XX B9 45 TR
A% A 2R B 8 G b 2 R N A AR B Ry SR A S DA 6 A T AR R BB L 28 B I R b T B R S B TR
rh P S5 A8 1 ] (W] B T SE PR AE H /25~ H /12 Z 4],

37 HBEEH

SRy T 8 W BB 1) 366 3R 322 2 M G 14 2 g i) 1 5 ) B T R ) R A T RS B0 B 2~5 G L S5
F14) b 7% ) 1 (B AN 2% 9 TR .

RO FEHEEE M N R

Table 9 Seismic response values under different number of bracing

B g 2556 /(kN » m) 1 /kN 5 43 /kN {7 %% /mm
T £ 2 B B B BT
2 34 734 1043 9 986 170 306
3 34 728 981 10 359 185 272
4 34 922 1001 10 424 216 260
5 34 737 902 10 216 251 250

T A e 9 BHE X G RN R A A SR 4 A RO 5 A4 B b 7R ) R R e G B R L 3R R R A R 32
P 5N A8 TR OB - A PR B AR 138 ) 7 28 T RO A BB T o T A SRS A e A A O TRR A T e  OR 4  H0
JE AL TE EERAIAT
3.8 B{TAAERS A BE
AR 5T TR B s R R S A B TOU A s (] R 2 B0 b X 4 A 0 R M B Y S e R R B TR b
[i] S5 43 1) 3 4% R s 42 Y L /40(1.1 m) \L/35(1.3 m) L /30C1.5 m) , 45y 52w W {4055 10 FroR .
F 10 R[4 B 6] BB B4 7B 0 R (E

Table 10  Seismic response under different longitudinal spacing

i 2546/ (kN + m) 477 /kN 5¥ 71 /kN fi % /mm
fal 8 e i i 1R T3
L/40 34 731 996 10 162 208 262
L/35 34 922 1001 10 424 216 260

L/30 34 678 1018 10 859 223 259
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H1 & 10 T, Y BT B By L /40 38R 3) L /30 W A7F s il 8 TmT oA 0 (/0N R . 30 TOUA: s i)
RS 3 A R AL B U B S IS Bn T AR B IR N AE TR BB b R A A TR T I AN
HERGEIE L/40~1 /35 Z B NE H .

3.9 MR#EEmENX

B R BE LA E X ZAA BIE 7B 2 Ff . g UL 2 Pl AS ) A RO i 20 2% 36 22 09 Bt 7 5

e SR IBORT: BAR T T AR A T L 3 S0 S AR S A, H M R o R P A B EE AR AN SR 11 B
R A1 [ AE B R T Y 3 R R R (B

Table 11 Seismic response values under different longitudinal section

% 254/ (kN « m) A1 /kN 57 47 /kN fi#%/mm
RN £ o iz iz BT

& 1 34 922 1001 10 424 216 260

77 ¥ 34 737 1046 10 504 224 421

H1 11 AT, SR P 15 A T T 1% 9 A T 06 A g oy 02 6 TR P SR B4 A 47 o 4 TR 194 3¢ 75 i 7
(E 2 L7 T i[RI M 5 /0 . S22 oy T (8 400 4 TR 05 e A TR T 4% D ) 9 15 S AR T S A T 0 A
D EE] T A SRR A R B AR GURR PR e . LA AR AN R DT T, BT 2908 )5 Y 0.88 A, IR R R A
MR A B

4 HRMEMLMIZITIIE
1E_E R RSO HT 0L L (I 0 A T LS A8 L 5 4% 2 i 200 L S B0 9 4 4 1
BURERCR . % 12 ARSI 45 H B2 M H &
®12 HMERBRALEFSEE

Table 12 Parameters of seismic optimum design of bridge

it S8 P A5 2R AR
BN 1w 3 FE 1:50 1: 50
A T A % 1%
XEEERI 0.55 0.3
- 2547 1 1) [R] B H/25(2 m) H/12(4 m)
L EERIER 4 1810 m) 518 m)
AR I B) R L/35(1.3 m) L/40(1.1 m)

KL O~T& 11 20 il E1 MR AE F T br A 8055 0 A BT 455 250 45 A #) 42 <f) 2880 P9 1 0 LA R 3 T A7 %
FRAIXT FE I W B0 D0 A BT T 5 445 140 1l 752 o 17 (B Y LU BN 3R 13 BT
R 13 MRAIR AT E R EL MR N R E

Table 13 Seismic response value before and after optimization

2596/ (kN « m) 4 J1/kN 35 J1/kN {7 % /mm
i
F 7 iR BB Wi B
B-0 Fr i 455 #4 34 922 1001 10 424 216 260

R Rl 34 731 895 8 466 194 246
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Fig.9 Comparison of moment values before and Fig.10 Comparison of axial force and shear values

after optimization
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Fig.11 Comparison of time history diagram

with pier top displacement
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