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Abstract

This paper takes the simply supported T-Beam Bridge in the Karakun Highway Phase-II Project in
Pakistan as the object, and analyzes the design method of the load effect, the value of the vehicle
load and its sub-coefficient and the combination of load effect of the road and bridge design speci-
fication in China, American as well as Pakistan. The load combination effect and the difference
conclusion between the different load modes are obtained for reference in China's subsequent
project construction in Pakistan.
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1. 5|8

FEEMI LS REMER, Higinlk & ERE G By, MERESFE 5%
B ELBr /N, BTG A e e S L T — e AR, RE HAE R — — %, A HEE
BRI, BT U = B R BT Va0 LR R A B MR RFRE TS R e, 1
TR M R e A b, TR B YA, R T ROk KR T T — e e, I
AR O EE MO AE. USRI ARBONTTEE . S5 I T 8 35 E A LRFD (1],
H 1999 SEMUATG G, T B E VR &M 2 3 i g+ iRz .

L 4 A i B2 6 (Karakoram Highway, fi#% “KKH-II” ) “#TH & “HESFFER” B
TUH , A e EL 2R A e Bl 08 T 0 O B B, [ P 2 B 356 0 2 g b 6 3 i R ) A AR 43, R
FH A L3 FARAT SR AT . AT B A7 BRI AT /R s, SRR N m I ER, BT
Fi¥, (b THERME, B4 K 118.143 A M. WiH XEKTEE 860 m~1880 m, L F ENHHHRIM .
Py g Al 2 ERRRIRIX S BEAT N3S LR EIE PO LR AV A 2k, MR MR R AR, B
BRI

BT L T AR ] A B T H KSR S AR AT d 15, AT H & 5 — R Al R [ R0 A R A
M FEE A I . AR EIBERICR FH E AR C50 /KYETREE L, DR IAT 2 B0 o 58 B 2 i OB HE AT %o
oA, #R 22 5, AR P AR G 58 B AR S AR T H A 0 T o 75 573 A R AR T A A i F v
ST b R B T 524 B ol R B B 4 ] 5% TR 14 A ] (NESPAK) [ AR B R N PR B DA ] v
B R, e EARAELE R EEPER” TUH M, FRATRE AT 36 B B SR T K&
LA U RIS A, D fdh o B 8 e AN of DIV 78 Lt e T S A R B E AR . AR SR T E A
AT BN 4y (et B A AT RO AT B3, DAt B R R S H b 5%

2. BIARERAER G
2.1. &R

AW FTEE R - 2 b B 4 39.3 A BRI A 5, KA TH#EE 100 km/h B H 4 4
TE R A B PR, BRI TR 24.7 m.

AT E M 2251 R DA B BAT IR Ya AR RO L, [R5 2 S8R HL-93 R Efr g A B AL 3H AA V%
faf BIEAT BT
2.2. WA EEL B R

FRERYE[2] [31E e R B DR IS 36, /3T R EERIA AR IR S B ATt
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7S < R (D
ey MR EZEVERE, AR 2 2SR, —&%. % =ZnHnB0H 1.1, 1.0
H10.9: S R (B 80 BN R S T At i REOMA A BTHE: R A ARSI BHE.

e EFRAE[ 18 TR S MR Sk b DT SEREER O Bl SR A i —Hi /) R & 1% (Load and

Resistance Factor and Design Method)

W, < DR, 2)
b W, N BN A G BT E: R, AT EE, AR AR E T A g @ AT
ARE, a1 PR,

Table 1. Structural resistance reduction coefficient

F 1. G NITR R

W, R
gy U E DANEE I B
" it A AL L 6 4

0.9 0.9 0.75 0.7 0.85

L BE TR T RE BT B B e R R A 1697 (7 L M IE A B MR R S RN ) (4140, HAR BT
RIS HE R SEARRLE -

KOAFELE Uy A TROAERNLGN ©, HE 1AL, BRI L2 N—RN, Up5&11H
HLCHEIR EAR N R LA S, TR R, H SRR . 2 R BT HLA A 1 3T R
HHER.
3. WIS AR ERY

AT H B R AR L0 R M R B 2N 24.7 m, B
2x[ (0.5 myP A +11.45 mAT 438 +0.35 myP 1) +0.04 m |, S¥PHIEATE . ¥R AR 2 25 m, 30 m
HT40 m RTINS IR B 61 5 T R =FhRA, BEdr LISttt 6 v T Z241pL, $EAJEE 2.068 m,
TSR 0368 mo FLARSEILE 2,

Table 2. Calculation model beam body parameters (middle beam)

=2 HEERRESHRPR)

¥51% L (m) TR Lo (m) PR H (m) HHEHER A () BHEBMER 1 (m?)
25 24.0 1.70 0.7769 0.2692
30 28.9 2.00 0.8429 0.4175
40 38.8 2.50 1.0909 0.9257

4. Wit B S th
4.1. 1BH;

—WMER S LR G, CES AR IR Ay . R E 26 kKN/m’. 15
AR (LA b AR D BE T 08 )5 v A0S kA8 B K 28 FE M BT (B 3K 3.

4.2. B[EFERH

4.2.1. FE (ABHFESITHERMIE) TG D60-2015) 2P X FARERMIBTIE
2015 4 GBI BVETERTER AT RN A PR e AN . VA 251 35 b 210 A 3 R0 ZE i e 4
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Jo ZETE A 2 R AT A BN S T T AL, AR R AR S R e T (AL 1 BTR) .

Table 3. Design value of dead load of calculation model beam (middle beam)

% 3. HHRARH(FR) B

P47 L(m) 785 AT A K5 Mg amas (KIN'm) SR KBS ST Vaomax (KN)
25 2846.1 474.4
30 4700.4 650.6
40 10350.2 1067.0
Pk
%

Hin

Figure 1. Calculation scheme of lane load in China

E 1. pEFEFHITEER

NS R ZETE T B AT RS N g = 10.5 KN/me SE PR EARAE(E P % T 5130 KRB :

MR HE SR Ly <5 m I, Po=270 kN; PR IHEER Ly> 50 m B, P,=360 kN; HrfEiHIER Sm
<Ly<50m, P fHRHBELNERE.

THEBY RN, AR AT AR AR A ST DL 1.2 1 R %L

4.2.2. £E (AASHTO LRFD M5B [1|FXTFRERHIE

AASHTO LRFD (2012)} & A MR 30N HL-93, FHRAHELALL R WA S: O wWilkE
BB : @ BETE R TE A 8 VA BSOS USRI AT B + R ar BB L A TR AR R T A P A AR

WA T E AR E 35 kKN, PIEHIE Y 145 kKN, PIAS 145 kN FHIEELE 4.3~9.0 m Z[A)8 4K, A 5
PEO1.8 m; B UL X 110 kKN FOAHE, PR 1.2 m, BEFIECHEE 1.8 m (1 2 FioR). HREshi ity
THE IM (s REDRE W, 7 200N K R B (1 + IM/100).

Wi EiE i 1 A4 1o 9.3 KN/m [N A 35 A5 fr 22 A, ZERER Rl e i 48 2035 4 3 m
56 b, ATl I T HE T REOF M. BRI R W/3.6 2 LW SR 2 (R M T
7).

35kN 145 kN 145 kN

| 43m | 4.3~9m

L O

() BWIHTERK

110 kN 110 kN
9.3 kN/m
1.2m
(b) BCTH BT 4 (c) WITHZETE T E

Figure 2. Load calculation diagram of American standard vehicle
2. EARREEHITEERN
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42.3. BEENERETHAE

1997 7t EL 5L H 4 A B R SR NE )[40 T3 i JE A B VR R B G T NS ), R AT 3
A MEFHFOEE AA. ATHRE Y F R, it R S i 80 T30 5 (& 3 fow), 1ER T
XN R, BB E Y 700 kKN, BIEESIH T 2 AL B R R E AN T 91.5 m. FEFHIH
FUIRAT I FF E AT A @ E W, ARV HAMERET, HEW R R R RS AT

/0 \
i T

12' [3.66m]

35 Tons (350 KN)
35 Tons (350 KN)

2'-9" [0.84m] 2'-9" [0.84m]
4'[1.22m]

Figure 3. Pakistan military tank load

3. BEANEFESIBR AR

4.3. FTHEESHRYTE

AU FUT AR I R 1) 1 22 A AR AL TR, N RV AT B A e AT RS . T 3245
FERA ) 22 A7 S 2R I W% BT DRI 73 AT RE A 2, RSO A S AT AT IR T 55 L4 250 miAb R
MINREZEE T 5. T =Moa prie AR ], DRI, Pt SRR 0 A R BOE ], THEEE R ILE 4.

Table 4. Calculation model load transverse distribution coefficient

4. HERBEEHEEESHRY

PE4% L(m) 5 - T £ BB 10 0 A R KL me S U AT B R 34 K my
25 0.606 0.750
30 0.603 0.750
40 0.587 0.750

4.4. SEEREITHBARBECB S

B 5 0, ZFRER T 2 EE R EER AR REEIN 1.0, BIAEBEETIR, SR A
WEHY 2 ZEIEREAT A
4.5. HEHRBHEER I

2015 4F GBI it x E A SMITE el RECXT LT, S5 A A RPRR SRR R CR, RH
T SRR RHATAR K (el RS [6].

MRIGASC 4.2.2, Fhinf Bt BT 4 ANV TH XU AT 35 18 S fif B THE IM (s REOM, 8L IM H
{09 33%, % i gar B I RECICA(1 + IM/100),  BIpPdi RECH 1.33.
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B A S AR o R BB N : J L<9m B, £=025, {9m<L<455mhf, u=0.1, L>
455 m i, ©=0.088, L AMRITEER, Ml RZEOHREMELNE 6 frs.

Table 5. Value of lane lateral reduction coefficient m

=5 FEEEITR R n A

ZETERE IR AT R E m (K HUE
IR
i E 15 MG AASHTO LRFD B AA f3%
1 1.20 1.20 1.00
2 1.00 1.00 1.00
3 0.78 0.85 —
4 0.67 0.65 —
Table 6. Calculation model load impact coefficient u
= 6. WWHERBGHINERE 1
fof B R H(1 + ) BIHUE
#5415 L(m)
HE 15 #7 AASHTO LRFD 2 AA fif#
25 1.295 1.33 1.1
30 1.260 1.33 1.1
40 1.204 1.33 1.1

4.6. EREHRHEER

KH MIDAS/Civil Bt @ ar ik EAAL, b [ AN SEPRIR AR BN A AR 2 0 TSR P T R A
BRTCAIY, REAs 1) AT Ay — P 5%, SR ar BB ) 20 A1 2R 505 RS 0 2 (] O s T2 ST 4 R 3H o A 30
171 BE A 52 713 2R FH 2 1) G M A 7R 5 18 2 ) M B EAT T 5o

LIS 170 70 A B AN BB it v B RN SC R BT T BT FURT R, REIR A A 3 4% T VG N B 2R
LA AN 7 30 FIAETH SRR MR R b, 19 3 NG AE A RIS A2 AR VR AT BB, THE 2R
W 7 B (5 B8 T A Bk R 3 A1 2 KO by R AU -

Table 7. Calculation model beam (middle beam) vehicle load design value
% 7. HHRRRHCRR A E R A

5 B RV S M (RN-m)/SCRUBCRITEAT BT 77 Vinao (kN)

#5452 L(m)

rRE 15 T AASHTO LRFD [ AA fi 3K
25 2043.5/457.9 1416.5/281.6 833.2/287.1
30 2577.4/475.7 1807.7/296.1 998.4/298.5
40 3710.9/509.8 2614.8/322.1 1304.8/302.6

5. AHMMEASHTRELE
5.1. THYNES LRSI TRY

WRAEASL 2.2 KT oA REIET 7%, RV 5 AR FROIR S T (A 838 4L B v
Sua=1.1 (128 + 1.4Sy,); FEFRAN UL B G 8N 20 A BETHE N : Sy = 1/OW, = 1/0.9 (1.2556 + 1.75S,4)
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5.2. EHMNES

MR 8 BT OC T OSBRI THSRE A 20, 40 3l T B0 888 m i DR 25 R R S e R BY 0 IR RUSE 2 5 BT
FEREAT X L3 #T

7 8 Mk o BTSSRl LA, FELE 2014 EA B TREBARN FEEPE N RMEH 180 kN
PEmE 270 kKN LU, 3045 A [ far Eobm i 78 A BKO08 b 5 SEARAHE N . B S AR, BN ]
15 MVE 585, HE 15 HVEEE AA ff gk UEBTERCN . BR 40 m 54205 i RS N 4 & T HE L
/AT 14, HARE 15 SE R TR A E R AA i3,

BHUEAS Y, AR R o bR v A R v i 2 A S TRONE g VR - T S T 22 58 A 1 B 36 v A XL B
T AA FF 8T IR BN ZEK

Table 8. Comparison of the combined design values of the maximum moment effect in the mid span between China, Amer-
ica and Pakistan

* 8. PEREBENHRATEMNASRITELRRE

5 e B RS S ZH A B THE Mg (KN'm)

P17 L(m) M /M M /M &
W 15 T AASHTO LRFD [ AA fir gk
25 6903.9 6707.2 5573.1 1.03 1.24
30 10173.7 10043.4 8469.6 1.01 1.20
40 19377.0 19512.1 16912.4 0.99 1.15

Table 9. Comparison of combined design values of maximum shear effect at fulcrum between China, America and Pakistan

®9. PEREBXRBAHNHMMEARIHEERSR

5 B RS S 2 A W THE Vg (KNm)

P42 L(m) V i/V % ViV e
R 15 e AASHTO LRFD B AA T
25 13313 1206.4 1217.1 1.10 1.09
30 1591.3 1479.4 1484.0 1.08 1.07
40 2193.5 2108.2 2070.3 1.04 1.06

6. FHIRSEWN

ASC UL EL TS AR e ) B 2 B — U100 H R BRI S T R SR B, b rh SR A BR AR R B i
PGS 7 BN BT 7 i IR R L AR MO for RO AL & 55 05 T (1 LA i, 15 20
Tk

) MHFRAEHENZ SN, A= EJUEME, hEEERE 1.2, $br. EREHRIE 1.25.

2) A BRIV I RLE BT A AR U 7 35 TR R R LRI, (HAATHSRE ke 3 I
H R IR AT X B, R 5 BEARATIE

3) ZEIRAEATEAE N T A BN Z B, SRR B ETT S, P E 15 BTSSR R
W 1.4 /A, BRSNS 1.6 i /idi. HBbmT I, A 15 BVEFTR A BOIR 4 B AE Fn (3] S A2
GREE ) b 51 BB RN AL T 5 S KT

4) BT EVRER B I RECRH] 1.4, FEARMERGHERA 1.75 K&t R E0H%, S E
2015 FRTE AT B AN S b AN S i THAH 50 A A FiF 38T O A 2R e A —F

FE s aE e e/ S ea A D IPE /- EINIASE 8 IE 37 iR N U T = N el Rt R A 2 S N T B2 v
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ARG, Frf Bt QMBS E XM Y. v 7l ERVEREE W —#” JHEH X, KA
ThERGER R R, MM R, AHREN LT B BUH B R BATRORE U, ki ANE R
ABERH SR E . Bt TRINAAN S B EREE R, ik “pERE PETR” OVE
ZH) i SR E R TR BRI AR SS, T [ TR 5 AR 55 D

SEEk
[1] AASHTO (2012) AASHTO LRFD Bride Design Specifications.
[2] TR ABIERIE . JITG D60-2015 2 BRI iH-E A MIE[S]. dbal: ANRASE AR, 2015.

31 ARSI BE. JTG D62-2004 4~ B4R Tk et K 70082 TR e - WR B #EaS]. dbst: A RAZIE H A,
2004.

[4] General Specifcation (1967) West Pankistan Highway Bride Code.
[5] KSR AR BAMET M), b5 ARSI R4, 2014
(6] GK&, &5, REERN. TS B EE LRI 700 5 EEB D). AL Tl R 2224, 2011, 41(1): 99-102.

DOI: 10.12677/hjce.2020.91005 42 T ARTHE


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjce.2020.91005

	Analysis and Comparison of Load Effect between China, America and Pakistan Highway Bridge Design Code
	Abstract
	Keywords
	中美巴公路桥梁设计规范荷载效应分析比较
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 技术标准及方法
	2.1. 设计标准
	2.2. 设计方法比较分析

	3. 设计梁体类型的选取
	4. 设计荷载比较分析
	4.1. 恒载
	4.2. 汽车活荷载
	4.2.1. 中国《公路桥涵设计通用规范》(JTG D60-2015) [2]中关于汽车荷载规定
	4.2.2. 美国《AASHTO LRFD规范》[1]中关于汽车荷载规定
	4.2.3. 巴基斯坦汽车荷载规定

	4.3. 荷载横向分布系数的计算
	4.4. 多车道横向折减系数比较分析
	4.5. 冲击系数的比较分析
	4.6. 车辆荷载的计算比较

	5. 荷载效应组合计算比较
	5.1. 荷载效应组合公式及分项系数
	5.2. 荷载效应组合

	6. 结论与建议
	参考文献

