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SUMMARY

The weight of vehicles and traffic volume were increased as the economy
advances greatly. As a result, the structures are becoming those with high
strength and long span. In addition, sudden fatigue failures are being
reported from all over the world. Therefore, the quantitative reliability

analysis should be performed for the bridge elements.

In this study, Rackwitz—Fiessler procedure were used for reliability
analysis of plate-girder bridges. The analyses were performed for the
spans of 9m, 18m, 27m, and 36m, and for the girder spacings of 1.2m,
1.8m, 2.4m, and 3.0m. For each combination, the reliability indices were

calculated and examined.

The conclusions in this study are as follows. Fatigue stresses for the
various span lengths and girder spacings exceed the fatigue limit stress. It
was found that all combinations of analysis cases affect fatigue

accumulation.

From the examination of the wvariations of reliability indices, it was
found that the reliability indices are decreased as the span lengths are
increased but they are increased as the girder spacings are increased. The
reliability indices for the fatigue limit state were greater than those for
flexural limit state. Therefore, the fatigue has more safety reserve than

flexural moment strength.



1.1 A3 HiE ® =5

FEuets M AA o] yebse] Al AASds nx=AdF A7l &
oIt olH g FAl s AA o uet o] 25 wEE oYt S
AME =57 olF ol wEHEEE T7HY. olHd Tk AR TEE % T3
gl Skl 7oy, B3 Fx= AHE Als SHdlMe ad=Es) Ads
of FAlell A HAT. de FEEo] fEo] ARl Eortd FxEL #
glo] Aal Z2 ARgetS sholl FolAl dvh. 22y ofH g EYflo] v H = A
S8t stlM= fatasl HAA vt BRausa gls dAoln ol d A
mE = o vz thd ARt Ha A4 e AA R HE Uel d8s
o, fFAHE] WM E AA#lw FAE QL A7t 7hsst A de A2
T3 ThestA Held AdEy FERes dAse AAES SojuEd A A

RAEe] i AR B F T AF Al BASHE AT ] B3 Pl

5

et
&



= TR v 2A= A5

=
aQ
@)
o
g
=
N
|
)
@D
07]
v,
o
=
>
)
oX,
X
o
o
i
~
=
aQ
@)
o
=
=
N
&
=
(@)
107)
v,
o
"‘2
—
&)
ﬂ
9_9
o
>~
>
Oto
ofr
ol
3
:L

aga RN S A% wg Rd2 ZHolE Adus AHUd F 74FA
ol ofsf dzel AY FHeFg Ao A= S AAFA(Fig 2.1

zoll o AEAd Y oides A £ AR M A0
AY 4, ZHE °], AYEiAs B, T
e B otgel o] 671 Ao Hodl

[l A= & Aol digk vid 31 =52 el Msstalen MAdAs AE
dol &l tiF o] AF Heow MM = g2 e o234 g 1
vz2HrE g, 28ar VaEdM s 234 sl dad dzstao =9
dzol| Adsl= SelEAHAE At en VA= dZa AL H
| 2= 4F Wese] FESAI olF olgste] AFHAAFE A Ao

Ao 2 VI A= 2 Aol 2ol Ads Fete] 2e8s =E8ith

—

LT

e
1
]
!
ok
e

- 530 o

Fig 2.1 323 E ZA 54



II. 2134 o]

r

AAAZE F2E A dolA odate] widste AAlskEI AA skEe] At
o] = dddt AgA et AA AR zpo] mE|a o dshe Ale g AA Al
348 Aol s ESAY T& AT € gor Ao Fve AL vasH o
i Qe oo
ol stz Ao il WAlsk=
FATS w3 FEEH dAo|2or B gyt A4 e ¢

=]
=
oA wrh Aoe AAE dlSate] FAN 2AZ AN Jokn @

offt
e,
e
r o
2
o,
[o
Jot
fz
ofs
ol
)
=2
k
1
Ach
N
=
ﬁ
L
k)
b
o
é
_\ﬁ

r>«
)
o,
o,
1%
%)
rhu
-
v} il
r>~
)
ox
o,
1
-
rh

2.2 A &Ef et

TEEe #Eehs st Ads A A b pelEt & oW o (Safety
Margin)s g=p—@ = &d 7FestH oldl & AGH et s ol

g=R—0Q >0 :<xddY
= SHA| 7 Ef 2.1
<0 : 9ygdy

AALUES g QAo 4 DI gL Foby maw ey & g



(2.2)

Q(Xl; Xy, -

2

H A (2.1)3 #Zo] <t

SIEE

2~
T

13
g

A7

AGe = F-Zdc uket

i3

L
s

A7 =

o

g3t ol

-
T

f

N FzFA B dE p

P; =P [g(R S =0]

=HAR<YS)

(2.3)

PA(R—S<0)

3

fr(R)ole}

=
=

=3+ (probability density function, PDF)

—~
fite)

R-@Q

R

(@

L9

B

s3199(p )

A §4] PDF

ks
hui

1=1}
=

&}

<4 A

3

Fig 2.1

Al’S € 2H& (Limit

i3

=
fT—:_T

P

gomE

CERE S EIECE

Fef R oF

|73

A

be

03

1714

B

State Probability)e] 2}



Feje) A b=

A
o

HUA, AHEA,
]

°

12

2

ot

5]

g o]

=

hud

A,

S H

1

T

},
K184

9]

Al
=

B

bl B Ao sty
244

k<l
=

e Fastzud

°

s sl

S

R EE

[e)

R

Aol A

i

9
pal

¥ 2
FaB R} sl g

A= 2 7%
W d o FEE

Hot
2.3.1 A5
N B FEEQ Prol o3

=

!
5
o
=
)

_lﬂ_/l
)
o

o 9

1
R

B

3 oF

o

]

(2.5)

Table 2.13}

-

R

HA|

b
gl

55919

=

s 57
NFE P A (2.6)3 2.

I~

NEY A5 3ok FHBE pyel
T

1217 A

A
R



P,=1—-Pp (2.6)

Table 2.1 A1#HA 44 3 gE

szlyg X=,3 MRS, p =1-P, I EE, p,
0.0 0.500 0.5
0.5 0.691 0.309
1.0 0.841 0.159
2.0 0.9772 0.0228
2.5 0.99379 0.00621
3.0 0.99865 0.00135
3.5 0.999767 0.000233
4.0 0.9999683 0.0000317
5.0 0.999999713 0.000000287
6.0 0.999999999013 0.000000000987

R—R Q-Q (2.7)

R=R+ro,. Q= Q+ qoy (2.8)

2 (2.8)& AU g=R—Q o didstd 4 (2.9)9F o] yepd 5 )
.



limit state function

safe

Q0

AFA AFE Fig. 2.300MHH dHoz2RE AX7A9 74
oj¥t}. o]8]3dk Aol Hasofer-Lind A AR ¢ =,
Hasofer-Lind 213X A4+

Fe 2 210 2

2O
TH O

H-L fgeba gk,

& o3t ALt

ez A

oy M
B

(2.10)

(2.9)

Fig 2.3 o] AXo=



o+ 14 22 R EHMFOSM)

3

3

2.3.2

o

2]

T

4

s

197002 H A A 4= W&

sl

o

Taylor w3709 12k @&

Hgssr Holop

59

=
=

70

Taylorg3

g(Xl’XZ,XB’. oL

#

M

(2.11)

)+ DX = X)) ()X

*
n

X,

* K
Xy, e e e e

X

M= g(

ofp

ﬂ

(2.12)

(2.13)

(2.14)

(2.15)

Th

=
T

I3
pud

17bel) wheh M o)

Aets et o



2.3.3 Hasofer-Lind 2184 A4 %Y

MFOSM A1#A Aa¥L A e

o M2 U ggEe] LEHe THAAS ok IS4 Hasofer-Lind(Ha
-sofer and Lind,1974)¢] A=A &4 WA= o= HAE Y] &l 7] EWHS
5 T8 "R HIAA e Aldteke BHES ARl Pk fddlA AAEE A
B 2 AFE o] gt RI SE W xE FoW offe} o] HUlH

O W XE Wl 0olal xEdAE 18 2t REst Mges gt

_ X (2.16)

g(Xl} XZ, ;Xn) :g(Zl; ZZ, ;Z ) =0 (217)

Zy
fail design point
sa? 7"

Zy

!

Zi g:(Zl,Z2)

Fig 2.4 Hasofer-Lind 21#4 A4



web N A5 g g o) 3 W A AW Az 4o @ 5 9

2 3lo] olee} o] AT Ut
__0g
0z | ..
a; =
V 2 (2&| e

= 8Zk P
2 — go, (2.21)
o2 =0 2

=
@
107)
2
[©)]
e
—
©
ﬂ
*
2]
At
ox
Yy
4
%
L
)
I
]
-
%0,
id
E
&
>
1o,
Mo
Hel
Ll
2
=
32
N

1. SANEESE g= R— Qo sl AAEe] <ele AAM s A
(R*, Q")= A3l R'9 Q"= AHoa w Ry Qo] e 7+ gz 714



(2.23)
(2.24)
(2.25)
(2.26)
(2.27)
(2.28)

Fr(R")
(Q7) = fo(Q")

(R") = fr(R")

®(R")

f
F

A7,

M
o N
e o
g
)A
RS
=
] o
ST
)
B
_O,, h
HOTE
iz
X%
-J
Y
S
gk mh
BT
W<
o} )
1SR
BmT
N
F=R -
0 NR
<
i K
i
LY
o) o
= L

(2.29)
(2.30)

oA 2 (2.32)¢F Tk



fo (@) =+QQ = fo(Q") (2.31)
Fo(@") = 2 () = Fo(@) (2.32)

2] (229258 2 (2.33)e2 A ¢ gl

428 4 ek

1>

] (2.30)0.25-E 2] (2.34)%

R _R'
b ( —)
o= TR (2.33)
fr(R")
R =R _ o 1[p,(R") (2.34)
ORr

21 (2.3 A (2.33)] tigstd 2 (2.35)2 YEE S o A (2.34)= g
shd A (2.36)3 2t}

(2.35)

R'=R —op® ' [Fr(R")] (2.36)

9 H4L Bl dalE 2 wgow Fedw 42307 (2387

(2.37)
Q= Q —0yd [Fo(QM)] (2.38)

3.9 H4L AW F, 4 239F olgste] MY A5 42 AN F vk



=& /—Q / (2.39)
a% —1—02Q
4. BB AR Foll A (2407 4 (24D% o) g3t AEE HAAH R Q
& Anten
— 3 52
R —R——2% (2.40)
\/ng +02Q
2!
* PN oo
Q=0 +% (2.41)
\/O'R + 09

5. 919 2,34 FAHE Ryy= Ry & Qua= Quew’t 2 wW7hA] ubE310] 7 2}3

o

FAFHNGS g(X, Xy -, X,)7F MAY B WRE 27 AAReE A
F FX =X, Taylor 758 AHgstel MAd SAFRNGEE AARA el

st shd A (2.42)¢F o] vERd 4 Al AHA A5 5 = A (243)3 &

g( X, Xoor, X )=g(X 5, X5, X))+ 3 =24 (X—X)
1 2 1 2 ZZ] 8X,~ e
(2.42)
/3: g(X17 XQ/;'“7X3) (243)
ag
g9
A (243NA o= A 24hek 2ol vEhd 5 a 2R A e 4



(2.45)¢} 2t}

_ N 0g '
sm| B x| o .44
- 0 9 1
Xl = Xz - (J‘i ) Bdi
aXZ‘ x* \/ Z” 04'_2
2 i&axi O (2.45)

A9 A4S Xy= X, 7t 2 wW7x BBkl AAbei.

53!
0
\]
[@)]
rir
=
o8]
@]
~
=
5
=
D
w
v,
@]
=
ol
g
NI ()
ki
ol
g
|
e
of,
o
poc
o
fru
=
o,
ki
:Oll_g‘
oL
2
2

Fr
tangent to

0.5




7ol &

3

(=4 Ny
S LY

5 2 5} 7]

1.

317

A}
A}

e we =7]7}

3

= )

o7k T EE A

=
=

| .

oA o

4r

2~
T

)
=

g]

s

o7l A7IA= SAIRE A

=
=

BEEE
= 9

73S HAA]

2]
=}

)

il
al

o s8]

T

N
0

AN, o AY W
F4% wmgd WA} % GAR.

ol
B

A4

@ a7 )

v 2o ¢
¥ 29 (fatigue life)o] 2t

)
pul

Ach

Hr

=i

]

S50

S

7

3

Dz

= CIEE]

Hr

°ol&

7 1989)&

ZAA A

]

=Rt
=

A, &

3

3

hgEom vl SN FA(Fig 3.0 HEAA Y 2rge



g, A%
1Ry 94 o

3|

1M

o

2ol

)
2}

Fig 3.1 &% ¢]

o e

=
K3

],

7101l A
dab ez syEm o3 A4S I =33 (Fatigue Fractures)zh

°©

bl

°©

n

O

3.2 S-N

sl 4

2O
b I Y

e = s
L=

N

Zpb
oA o

9
pal

1o

T

s

o

1

3
h=4

©
o

A
2

Py
SES

°
pal

hul

6]'( min O‘)‘O/]

B

Aoz deA gl

S

( max o™t

1

9
yal

g},

o7 4 vk, Wohler 7} A A

al

A

min 1 271
A(Fig 3.2)¢lg

ar
=

max o—

H-ﬂ‘?%(do‘

|
=



~ R = o N
w Bk s = @
iy o
oF olo R W_m
™o '
o D/v T <0
oo i 4
W n
e 1 5 ERNC )
m m m TR oF o
= Now o 7
- oo W
QH.,W ﬂl ogo o
Wc T WW %0 W
© 1o = = oF
fx, 3 0
£ P = o
I wm L3 =
N % oo
h T oﬁ = o
o WoE F = C
SN R Ca "
o0 — A
| = ° T = T Z
= o it Gl
— 7 “““ k) O# L OMO . _
I B « N CIRCN 5 Nlo
o ] =y o) -
| ,+ ﬂ%_ A T QO oF Wﬂ [ WL
7 o . = ~
Joo K | ol 8 o
! , , ~ il wr M M S \‘W/ W m\% Mo
v s B R P T 0 — < -
& N R - T m :
wm w B o T 2 N R 0
w B B O E_ T o
oo T oF = ojn a
Boay < oot ~
Nr o o n oF T
NI 3



3.3 Miner 2| S+H&EAMO|E

©

S-N =/d4e] m=w Fig 3.201A4¢F o] S; o g¥o] Ny Slgia Wi
H9S A9 a1 #A= vzdgyd olZ4 ©t}. 349k Miner Rule o <3}
S1 9] %ol nl SFntg WEES F9des 2 ZAls 2y o=
SA R nl SRk g Z&ako] T A dold Al "ok Miner Rule &
A3t ol Sy, Sy, S8 WS A4 ny, np, ny SgNHE R ESS
Zyztol Ao v REGo] dEFor FHo] Hre 7Hgel 7% o]Eo] #

& Fate] Any o3 g

5=

Qi

-
e

o

o HS
o

g

logS
S
Sg [
S
Fatigue Limit
logN

SeEny Sen,  Sieng

A71el A S, S, SSQ SEE e A7 v zmegd d2EFS N, Ny, N,

ﬂL+ﬂ2+ﬂ3 1.0

N, N, Ns - (3.3)

Aol 4 (3.3)= Lukst s w53 2



kon;
br= 2N, =10 (3.4)
Aol A B.DolM Bz nisp o] S o] ek &4H](damage ratio)
D7y 10] 2w M 24 F2YA 7L s

IV, M2eE 2 N2A8 wg A4

4.1 23S

Schilling(1982)¢] atZndle Ax EqPedd Hxo Srle] & S zk= o
d rEYS AN St FTE W, the Al ol ARsIit
Weqz(z a/z'W%) (41)

AZIM, a; TTF W A FHHE

Schilling2 9]¢ 2o <3}

o](Fig 4.1) Al¢rstga = =



=l

14'0” ‘ 80'0"' ‘

.6k 22.2k 22.2k

Fig 4.1 Schilling®] I 24 A E<

EF 57 58 Hnas NE e 2ol

e

=5

R

(4.2)
1714

Nl Efol Sla) wae Arg e glel ogu

ol

7heE i

3 8%

s Rainflow B w2 ukE 3|

BS-NAZS] A agE Aol el B=3)

4.1.2 Raju Moses ¢} Schilling®] ¥ =235 nd

o] 22 Nyman¥}t Moses?t SAZENTS g=D —D ,oh= A=A o2



o7t} A Rds AR ko] JNEE AT o] 714 = AIRE A A
D(t) ]— -

&Aoo, prAaE Y E o) £&4boltl Nyman® Mosesd] Rdle 21(4.3)3%

_ 1l aws
Do=-¢3S: (4.3)
o714 oS-NAZe AH
y1e EE S L= ADTT
¢ 317K (day)
S;iA Eglem % WS
S.=4Gim’ezMamanz;_ MWGI.H,;
" Girder Section Modulus ~— S, (4.4)
A7IA M ADEA, F A, A FFF Bulay
WA EEY A ST
G A8 2l A
[;iRA E¥o] FAA S
H: A7 2004 A
ek 92 e o 2o
. _J ﬂl3G3l3E[3
g=D=n " Lo (4.5)



GLHS A7 @l o A akel v
Ny FAEAE 9% AA s

olzldl 2dlS A sle] Nyman¥ Moses(1985)0] 2]&l] t}5-2o] Aot = At}.

_ XN r ¥Z .S 3
Z;T%KADTDC(lMMMH)'_YS (4.6)

A7)H kA

Aete v 2 HAERS Fig |4.29 2.

e O o
140" 300"
J J J
6.0k 24.0k 24.0k

Fig 4.2 Raju?] ¥ 24AE¢



42 T2ME B MY

ol FoA= FEZA el ZHOE Adus AA ¢ F Fx AAAL A
EE AAY. ZdolE Aduls FATL 4 Bio]d(sway bracing)o] AA
2 AZdE AAgx Foln, Egk EeolE Agae] wiE AAS fe Fx
a4 W= AR, ERolE, {8 aY 5% oY ZHAZF AN B
oA gt SulAlr MdoR FAYY] dHES AEsln. FxE o] 13
g ZHolE Adulelw AMAEFE AASHTO LRFD HL-93, n&x]|3ko]
9~36me]il F o] 7.0m, TFHL 7.8me|tt AGs FHolE AYue HHEe
Fig 4.37 Zth w=ke] Ade A 79 18 ZHoE AYFig 4.8 2tE 7%

ojvf FATE ©@AFTHFL 2,500 gyt AH R T2 330 pgly, B

=7

FRAEE 3 (00kg/om? TAAE SFRBE kgl om?240, ZAENE WYAS
3E

A

20,000ke/cm? =ECIE Al FFL SM400, SAAS 0.15, &35 #E
1.392m, #te#e] a4 FA= 22em=z Yo o) AT AR AldE Table
417 2k FHolE Ade daAdAed A S ALet 95 Aol 3
E 2 ddy Are daspd Ao wista, S A" $¥e] v ABs
2 Adlel diste] gES AAstn 9= Avld® HdaA Fect F A
o] Fol= AHE Aet= ol 2.0mzE vk HFEF] FAE oo B ¥
= FAsl s AEAH iR
LRFD AA71E +4el osf HL-93 AAEH 53 dAAAAeS 2 AANE
3 AAAARF S Astatel 1% 2 3k A FaE wRlER Ase 443
o} ZdolE At A= Fig 4.59

4 ZYolE Avd ASE

W



150 o
= —
= -
] -
= =
‘ oo‘ 29~36m
L 1]
Fig 4.3. Zd°lE AYn TTd=
00
40, 3.500 ¢ 3.500 02 o2
‘ ‘ T ™
g
ASP £=80mm
0.25
(e
a
Fig 4.4 ZH°E A IUdHE



510

|

Jl O

~| O

| O

o 14
- 050 o

Fig 4.5 TehH A

14.8 ton 14.8 ton

3.57 ton
4.3 m 4.3 m

A 7

. spon |

Fig 4.6 HL-93 Egs}=



0.95t/m

i i

L Spon J

Fig 4.7 HL-93 A4 st%

11.2 ton 11.2 ton

1.2m

o o

span

Fig 4.8 HL-93 "y s=



1.8 1.1

0.60

20.4Q,

2.80

0.393

1.000

1.036

Hel

S

b )

S

Fig 4.9 &

)

32 Al

Table 4.1 nlZ

=
o
ElR|S
o
S ElSL|TE 8
Lo | = Q
1 (@) ) [a\]
(@] (@) @) w0
21313
o 2
a
A -
iy 13w S
il —~ S Njo =
= R
E# ﬂu ‘mwo 17_.0 = e \mﬂ
S L S N R
— Mﬂ o ﬂ_w._ N \ml
AN
H
E] ~
I8 8|
CTEISIS|I S el S
— e o | M
o =~ s K % —
T Rl S
il p)
=
,m Mow H M
S S = I e T S AT
B g0 | aro| o
o | W | o | mK | ®° K] Mo
M| o | %
oF 2 J
W i ok
< | =




(EERREEEE

A2 A4S 2As] fete] FxFAY 92AY sHs AHdjordth 1
B B dAfoAs FHoEAYmY] &HF FEd fiste] aeleqla, 7x
A2 ASHTO-LRED(1998)9] el 3] At sttt wEks daex]gt
o & 3dto UF Add 3
oA 36m7kA 9ImitA o2 FIMAIA HEAIZ T A AL 1.2m
Al 0.20m7rA L2 37MA|E el st}

W Fo] wme] e JJEA AedrE Te A 2rh oA A7

e Agssit. wFe SdolEAYE Fol

g=D ;— I} (5.1)
14
I
&=D=27y, (5.2

715 D s failure damage

__C
Ni=gn (5.3)

A71M b, =7 (B 5=3.0)
4 (6.3)& (6.2 vidstd 4 (5.4 2t



g=D f—Jg IR
=Df—Jg 1550 (5.4)

VY EYSTAF(ADTT)
LA 713

ol7]el ets RS =este] ®AIsH, Aol o7t Hety mIREEH d2EA

of digk A AHTFE 25.59 Zo] YERE 4= gl

_ M
5= Zx (5.5)
S5
MEHE
7 e e
=7 (5.6)



JZ(M)

(5.7l A SHAS 7.2

A AR o7t st Ayt Aol e

AA Al ols) A

B35 (WY ol AgHE 3

= (56.10) 7 (5.12) ¢} o] xAHAL

(5.7)

oz, g2 4 (5.8) ¢

(5.8)

M (9 A HG.9) st

(5.9)



h;

Ei\ i

I

gp/\!p

3
m;\_W;j
mp/\ Wp

v

Sp

I

g=D N,

L wi
W] wp

3
W
g= Df_ N )

()

A

3
N, ) Ly

g:Df_
o] 714

JPERRAN
T VAW

FEER S EEE R BT A7 )

]

—_—

A

A2

.
79

us)

=
T

jus)
==
B

M

G2 BAEL T A
(9O FREYI} BAAY FHAF 1
e BAEE T AN A
sl A

H

-

b

A

i/

5.2 |2 ME|MX| ¢ A

gzol g A A5 A
E

5 A A
Table 5.1&

-

o

Ao Felo]E7
Aol AHSE 7 W

A AEE

B

3]
o},

A

s

(5.10)

(5.11)

(5.12)

(5.13)

sheit.

353+(1991), Nowak(1993)9] <+ &

W BAAEE Aeld Ao



Table 5.1 Mol B %
SEE Bt WE Al
DfFHE) normal 1.000 0.150
MAFEFAATH]) | lognormal 1.122 0.027
L(ZZAH) lognormal 0.396 0.227
[(FAAH) lognormal 1.110 0.110
Gl A 58] lognormal 0.216 0.018
AR A ) lognormal 1.551 0.044
SeHHAHD lognormal 0.707 0.061
2ol gk sAGE A o mE o ol AE AL S AR
Vi (_MGIH\®
=Dy, (*$") Lo

A (6.14)= vAdE &=

s}

(5.14)

olBm=Z Taylor 55HE& AF&ste] AAH sl 49

A7 2 (4.3)3 7
* 3k * * * * 3
. Vi, MGTH .

g=D " ( G )L0+ og
N, S aDS

0N, |
)+ 2 og

ﬁf

2 (5.15)0l A4 (%)=

AAA S e

(D~

*

D) +

(V V')

*

‘ (M=M")+ i’ (G-G")

g

oL,

(LO_LT))

(5.15)



D) e wl w a ad dl ae ®.
= 2 (5.16)3 o] Fol¥th
an’ - og ND(M*GSI*H*) ; aﬁNl th(M*%I*H*> I
. . wppe 3
-GG e s
8 oGS 1 --son ()
4((95 *:_3(]*)2 Vki ( M"gH‘) L a%jo * 3 %Z*(MG;{*H*)?,
oS!, ﬁﬁ(wcl*ﬁ)% , (5.16)

4 (@59 AP © GAFEHFIANA 2 ASEE AAR e 2

x5t A F 2 W] A3 X ok 284 oxE AsterE 4 4.3 2
D,=D,. dp=V5(D) (5.17a)
M =M1 —0M + M)+ =M (01 (5.17b)
G =G"A—G + IG) s 06=G"(010o) (5.17¢)
T =rA—Wl'+nl) o=I"(oy) (5.17d)



H=H(0—-WH + nH) - 05=H (0 (5.17¢)

Ly=L3Q—mL} + mL}) , 0p=H" (04 (5.17D)

=M1 — InM" +Tam) (5.18a)

o AOTFLMO) £y (M)
" £ M)

e )

*

O Ma,,
=M (011 (5.18b)



G =G =00 '[F(G]

= G*_G*O‘lnc@il[a

O

=G'(1—InG" +16)

A0 {FAGH] fo(G")

fLGD)
Ao
401,;@: Ga,.
=G (0,0

T =I'-0,0 '[F,I"]

]nIW

=" —T'o,0 & ]

=I'(1 —InI" +al)

A0 (FUN £,

4@{ il

=I" (04,

InG*—"nG

)]

(5.18¢)

(5.18d)

(5.18e)

(5.18f)



H =H —0,0 '[F,(H]

InH" —W)]

OmH

=H —H'o,,0 [«
=H (1—InH +nH) (5.18g)
AO (FLH) fu(H

fAH)

B )

Own ) H Gy
—H (5,,) (5.18h)

LY =Ly —0,0 '[F(L))]

. DU Bl gl
:L% —L% G]an,@ l[ﬂ 0 0)]

InL}

—15(1 — L} +inEd) (5.181)

A0 F (L) £ (LY)
GL‘?] = 3°
f]?}(L(‘) )

o)

(L) — WL} |

5
O, ;3
InL, L() (71,113U

5
=L, (%L‘g) (5.18))



du A @3 AFPFolmy o Fiel A} AFEE Wil UF W

= 47 A (5.193 A (5.20)3} 2},

g(£)=D;ﬁ‘/v*§( M*G*f*H*>L ‘(ﬁf D*)+ =1+ 2 ‘(T —)
agD *(TVZ—J\Q ‘|‘j9§;* ,—[*)
afr‘ (" m aL0| (L1 (5.19)
I~
Af | )
2
3| o) ) o) (e
ww%>%&%wz<m

@

o2

a)

21 (5.19)9F A (5.20)0= o5t A4 A BE Axtstd A (5.2D)7 2.
(X =)+ X, X,)

og
4= g(?c) _ Zl(?x -

g - ag )
\/ zl(vx X,,“Xﬂ) (5.21)




21 (5.2DollA 73 BE ol &ste] 24 (4.12)9F o] e AAHS AL

g 2 1
Xi= Xl—(%)_, )Bdi
a 7 n ag oo 2
= aXl X (5.22)

2 (5.22)F ol &3t Z WS ARe AAHE FHsd A (65.23)3 #h.

ND_%_(ag\gD )BOZN' " a;
AR )
_ (92 P 1
Me= M (8MM)BM\/ ;"(gi[MOM)Z
1




H*ZH_(:;%H*)BOZ\/ ”(dlg o
25, o4)
5= (5% 5)5";\/ (a; s
A\ as| S)
L%=L%—( % “)mzﬁ !

S,GLBG) (5.23)
Ly

4 (5.23)9 Aze AARE ol atel Tl A AHYAS Bt S
Hid, A wEetel e ghel SANHTT AHYAS b Ak

5.3 ME[MolM R A9 uF

Rackwitz-Fiessler A1#A A]4=HH (Rackwitz2} Fiessler, 1978)& ©]&3}¢]
ZdlE AYauel diste] A=A A4S AAIFT AASHTO HL-93 AAEY
et o3 EHIES Nowak(1993)el <9ld] ZAE #A#E o] &3l A3t 9
m~ 36mE ImtA o2 4714 A9-¢ A9 A4S 1.2m” 3.0m7HA 0.6m H4 2o
B2 AT A+E =8 T 16709 Aol wiete] =3¢ Table 5.2 ©] 16
Al g wE ZWE S yehdd Table 5.25 Ayrw x]3to] o]

web A3 BREN ) ghe Fasith Akde] 27m HHE Tl EFAE Hel
3 gtk AW AW 0] FAhdel webdE Aol duglel BE ax

3lal QtH(Fig 5.1~Fig 5.5). Table 5.3 ZARxF=Fy} A A xpeke] L= 9njo] 9l

oAt A7Hdo] 9mAm g g VEdE A7 o] 18md W A gk
A F7kea Ak AVIAE A el 7 @5s Seysue g

9ltH(Fig 5.6~Fig 5.8).



#4814 A (Table 5.3) AZke] 9m, AGzHA 1.2m 4w A AFE
4.391 #& verdon AY 3t4e] 1.8m, 2.4m, 3.0mZE Mz} F7} S5E 213
AAFE "Ad F7) stol AY 214 3.0mdd 7HE 2 #9 5.0028 yebgh
A7t Aol 18mY W= NP F7F 472458 " Frkste] 5173704 Ve
om, Ak el 27mYwE 4.605901A5E 5.04774] dERgon, A3+ Ao
36me Wl 4.5155-8] 4.9347h#] YEFS

Table 5.2 FAMxH RUlE/ AAx= ZdE

A7+ o AU | 2AGFREE A g s ST
(m) (m) (tm) (t'm) [AAAFEAEE
1.2 43.66 53.72 0.81
1.8 58.21 78.61 0.74
’ 2.4 71.54 102.82 0.70
3.0 85.54 128.52 0.67
1.2 124.58 169.05 0.74
1.8 166.87 246.57 0.68
e 2.4 207.40 323.82 0.64
3.0 250.10 405.14 0.62
1.2 261.12 341.22 0.77
1.8 340.82 479.26 0.71
o 2.4 414.26 612.68 0.68
3.0 494.90 757.38 0.65
1.2 429.35 546.58 0.79
1.8 564.13 765.00 0.74
7 2.4 683.54 969.14 0.71
3.0 813.69 1189.73 0.68




X2+ 9m

60 [

40 |

12 18 24 30
HHZH (m)

Fig 5.1 41zt 9mel A% A™ 14| w

il
fd
=,
[
g
e

X|ZF18m
2HE((t-m)
450

400 r . A
350 .
300

;

250
200

150
100
50

12 18 24 30
T4 2424 (m)

Fig 5.2 Az 18m<l 49 Ay 1+Zd u}

i
td
=,
[
(g
e




X|ZF 27m

12 18 24 30

&
0Q

o1
w
N
L
Do
ﬂ
8

ro
ol
o
A
nj
L
b
2
=
i
td
&,
(m
(g
ot

X|Z+ 36m

1400
1200 A

1000 | A

800

600 r

400 1

200

12 18 24 30
HH 2 (m)

Fig 5.4 A%+ 36mel 45 At (o] B wue ws}



ETAIXIEE BHIE A|72HE ZHE b
AR ZHE

1.000

0900 f

0800 |

0700

0600 |

0500

Fig 5.5 A7+ 2 AHY3+

i
(e
oty
=2
=)
rt
td
2=
(m
=



Table 5.3 ZALAFeFa A7 Ake] Sewel v

B N ek s ek MIEEEE SR RIEN S B
(t/m?) (t/m*) AA A5 HHS
1.2m 929.642 1143.952 0.813
1.8m 1239.523 1673.935 0.740
9m
2.4m 1523.339 2189.438 0.696
3.0m 1821.635 2736.797 0.666
1.2m 2652.811 3599.830 0.737
1.8m 3553.492 5250.596 0.677
18m
2.4m 4416.525 6895.571 0.640
3.0m 5325.894 8627.428 0.617
1.2m 5560.477 7266.269 0.765
1.8m 7257.581 10205.792 0.711
27m
2.4m 8821.465 13046.848 0.676
3.0m 10538.842 16128.279 0.653
1.2m 9142.930 11639.353 0.786
1.8m 12012.947 16290.460 0.737
36m
2.4m 14555.707 20637.479 0.705
3.0m 17327.257 25334.923 0.684




MAXIE 2249
S (t/m)
30000
25000 [ -----O
20000 "’___O' —

15000 - B
O,,,— / ---o“-%m_
10000 | .

5000 Y e

0 ———h——— &

12 18 24 30
HHZH (m)

Fig 5.6 AAxee] 27 2@ A4 Wslo] s SEH e
EARtY S
22 (t/m)
25000
20000 r
_ﬂ.-" O +9m
15000 o o
o ——27m
10000 et ——em
/ —— 1| 2 5HH|
o0 | — o
e - AR
0 = ——p— % - .
'z 18 24 30
HEZH (m)
Fig 5.7 Ak A7k 2 AGZA Aol e $2ws] )

— 45 —



TARI S S X|Zhd S He v
JEA RS 2w 9|
100
090
080 A—9m
---B--- 18m
——27m
0.70 ---©- - 36m
060
050
12 18 24 30
HH72HA
Fig 5.8 x[{F¥gto] w& =R 9] H
Table 5.3 A2 A %] 4=
AZ¥dol | AYg | AFEAAA T | Aol | Agra | AR
1.2m 4.391 1.2m 4.605
1.8m 4.709 1.8m 4.828
9m 27m
2.4m 4.889 2.4m 4.963
3.0m 5.002 3.0m 5.047
1.2m 4.724 1.2m 4.515
1.8m 4.961 1.8m 4,722
18m 36m
2.4m 5.093 2.4m 4.851
3.0m 5.173 3.0m 4,934




REREES
5.5
5.3
—&—9m
511 -+ 18m
49 —e—27m
--© - 36m
4.7 |
4.5
4.3

1.2 1.8 2.4 3.0
7{t12+2{(m)

Fig 5.9 Az 31 AYIA Wsto] mg A A s

B Ao A= Rackwitz-Fiessler(1978)2] 2124 A4 o]2& o]&3lo] =1
olE AdYu ¥z AAEAT AASHTO LRFD HL-93 &8l5S 283 &
FHolE AYue A4 FEE AAYen A7 ImPA SR 9m~36m 7HA|
AakA7]an, AY 7L 1.2m~3.0m7HA] 0.6m% WHEAA F 167142 2FA17
Zhzbel disf AlzdeiA S AT FEalEA sl Hed dits AR
Nowak(1993)¢] A= & o] &t}

rr

A dEs Adskd vt 2



2)

3)

4)

-3
S
k)
tEF
re
i
iy
BN
%
o
=
fitl
&,
o
r
a2

A A3 A A A%k 43014 51Akele] ehdd ¢ e
wE BRAHAAS 3500 A 2 G vehy
wel vzsale] Y@ dAge Bur o d

2o sty AHFeE AP S G- 5 JeF 7] HsiA= Tl
WIM(Bridge Weight In Motion) A|{FE=Z

HB
dolej|o] 238} dte] AA Al g3t 49 wEF] ok 14 2 fx6E A



z 1

&

Ao

ERUFFAGA G -A AT AAT), 1996, tHIHE =53]
T2uAdA7=d4, 2003, I EES 3

A4 & 2000, ATRE v 2AAXNN S, 1}8ts)e
8 No. 1 1999.8, pp309~317

:
YR, A, P.S BAYE PR A4 #4, ALWggn =rg A

AE, 2003, NS e F FPYW GG, TAD Ak
FEM, 1992, £43F AAE A AZUHA 4, AShsta AAsHe R
o

frehal, 2003, AT B AR ERS] LA, A

g
=i

e, 1991, Aol 2ol o we] B WmAN AT, ALvet AALets)
=

o]3%<%, 2003, F#AAE 183 Ramen nF2o AlFAA, FEista AA

ot
©
M
M

B, 2004, AHA SN o AAEY BekFAF, AT M)

g, 1998, BWIM A|2~8lS o] &3t L2l I 2tz #s A+, HA
ekl AALeke] =2

Cho Kyu Nam, Lee Uk Jae, 2002, A Syudy on the Fatigue Analysis Of
Offshore Structure by S—-N curve and Fracture mechanics Approach, 2t
H7E = 123

Peter J. Massarelli, Thomas T. Baber, August 2001, FAYIGUE
RELIABILITY OF STEEL HIGHWAY BRIDGE DETAILS, PP 3~17

H.Y.Chung, L.Manual, and K.H.Frank, Opimal inspection scheduling with

alternative fatigue reliability formulation for steel bridges pp 2~10



John D. SORENSEN, Svend Ole HANSEN, Torben A. NIELSEN, Calibration
of Patial Safety Factors and Target Reliability Level in Danish
Structural Codes. pp1001~1006

Ibrahim A. Assakkaf, Bilal M. Ayyub, RELIABILITY-BASED DESIGN FOR
FATIGUE OF MARINE STRUCTURES. 2001

JCSS PROBABILISTIC MODEL CODE, PART 3:RESISTANCE MODELS,
April 2004



il
o}

N

3 Aelg oA

2]
™

A ol2g Mol Auin} vl

ot

3

el

ey
N
el

ﬁo
i

—_—

ml

&

—

0
Bo

)
=

ol

g .

;OH
3

X
el

=
=

o}

3
o] 2 e o

[e)

o

1o

e

g FA ony, AolAgom 7w

H5=A] a2 87

o

ohl ), ¥

eyl
of

0

3] 4

|

oW

2006 6



	표제면
	SUMMARY


	Ⅰ. 서론
	1.1 연구 배경 및 목적


	1.2 연구 내용 및 방법



	Ⅱ. 신뢰성이론


	2.1 개요
	2.2 한계상태함수


	2.3 신뢰성해석방법


	2.3.1 신뢰성지수


	2.3.2 평균 1계 2차 모멘트신뢰성지수방법


	2.3.3 Hasofer-Lind 신뢰성지수방법


	2.3.4 Rackwitz-Fiessler 신뢰성지수방법




	Ⅲ. 피로파괴 및 평가이론


	3.1 개요


	3.2 S-N 곡선식


	3.3 Miner's 누적손상이론·



	Ⅳ. 피로하중 및 피로저항 교량 선정 

	4.1 피로하중


	4.2 피로저항 교량 선정



	Ⅴ. 피로신뢰성해석 

	5.1 확률특성


	5.2 피로신뢰성지수 산정 절차


	5.3 신뢰성해석 및 결과 고찰·



	Ⅵ. 결론


	참고문헌
	감사의글

