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Abstract: In this paper, concerning the critical aerodynamic
geometrical parameters of a hox girder, a series of web
inclination angles (33 representative angles) were selected to
fundamentally investigate the influence of web inclination
angles on stationary aerodynamic stability performance of the
long span bridge by using the computational fluid dynamics
(CFD) method. The results show that there is a negative
pressure zone at the junction of the bottom slab and the incline
web when the angle of the web is small, which generates the
downward force and decreases the lift coefficient of the box
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girder. By reducing the web inclination angle, the vertical
and torsional displacements of the box girder at each wind
speed are effectively reduced. The box girder with a lower
web inclination angle can reduce the lift coefficient and drag
coefficient of the box girder and can improve the stationary

aerodynamic stability performance of the bridge.

Key words: static wind stability; web inclination; aerostatic
instability mechanism; computational fluid dynamics (CFD);

quasi-streamlined box girder section

REEERREFNABIENT, FREEED
AL AR TE. BB X 1R, S T it — 2
WK, BEEHHT T WG /N T8 XA G B, 254
RAFRRTL. BEE TR RGO, B 85 i
155 A R B P LA R MR R 36 2 A OR , B
SEHAR TS TR 2, AT R #R XUAR R R RN H 4%
ZEH.

X T RETOR S UL B R B, TS5 R IR Y
REAR, #XURAR AT BB E THIR AR B, HAKR K
% Hirai 4R T 1967 F1EB RIS EL X
TR PR AR B T # LA R BB A, /g R
2 E R Kk ¥ T AT XU R e R B T R
MEXE RN S H AL, #XREERET X
BT RYUNE R FEEZ I br 2z — , Rk, TRABT
T KRBT RIS T B N EHE.

PR R FEEREER L HRE
R SR P e R R XA E AR EZ R R,
B B2 3 BRI TS Bh A M52 e S0 8 2 8 e LSS
YiorAn , HaEYE TR T E 2 LR R8N, B
FR=0 10K, SETT M T A 52 B XS E T
I 5 XU

Jr A ZE T XU AT, AT BRIk B
ZEHIT, Sarwar ZBI R T B/D=11. 6(B R %

B—EH . 2HRKRA84—, B A, FEMFFTH 10 AF RN E-mail: jbs0645@163. com
WEEE: AEBQ971—, B, #8284 BIW, THEL, EEW R R RPN I E RS 2%, E-mail: z. zhou@tongji. edu. cn



AR G

FRR, 5 SRR R T REARMSU XA e KBS L BB R B M) 1107

D AEREE B THRERSS 10,
XXM FA B 51, R B REZR I F B/D=20
A AR TR T TED. AN Ik » XUME i A1 B S B0 A B2 TR AR
i 7 . 5 S0, Larsen 4580 (R 5T R 0 ,
AR P AR 32T E AR A » T LA 35K R AT 342 G R
YRR, Larsen [RIRG 5 H , 81 4550 F AR5 K F R
BRI FAFE 15° LA PN, BT AT 250 47 e i 31 e 44 1 7R 55
B Z N, R E LR R & RS B E
B, dF P AR SR R 2 D) 40 B U R 7 1T R FH 452/
A XU F BT, TT DA 3% 1M 2 o 2 0T T AR AT B TR iR
PERE , ELER/INA RS £ BE AR 2 AR 2 B B AR FR
FEPEFE A R AR .

PA_EHFgT e B, XU T LA S5 A O 3l R
4B s MER T E 2 LS. /5 E
ZRIBIRRRETERET. BN RS f B A A TR R
B 22 (0 B 4k B i R AR M B, (B2 M AT BLA B Y
XU B, 7 BB A R E R ShHEBE. MR, b
TRBIFSE 3 B AT X RUBES Yo B 342 B4R B 3 % 1 R e ke
7 T » FEXATR 2 e XURR E : E  l  B HLBE O Tl
YRR/ AR BB 5E. T3 Ak 3h 1 2 (CFD) J5 ik
H BIFEATF R BRI LER 434 BRI 55 JXG 9000 0 1
VERY IR St A0 55 T 24 B A R O
13 CFD A Rz B A HbAR 8 1 A7 2 7 i 36 78 55
R BB R R, W] LA B 28 R R B R b T S sh A
Pk 7 B ALER A ) — Rl R (5 R E B R FBL.

ARSCLAK 617 22 i P )30 T 2 U A 2 B T o
WX R il ad CFD J5 ik, e BUT BB A X — 5%
SEILATS 8, DFFSAE TR0 7E A R AR B4R T B
B T HRAE  IF WS B AR B X AL B I 2 S
1504, 7 Bk CFD 3+ A b, 72 A% J8 £ R4
S AL %ok W BE 52 B R 32 5 B — 22X 1 500
m Ry I B AR R, X L 4347 R 7R A [R]
B A B AR RE R BB OF N =20 0 R BB AR R
RIS SRR AL

1 CFD #{E##

1.1 BFEIEEL

P32 E RS 3 % T IUASME 8k Uk, AR
JUTSMET AR B =0 R BEF . A3
it CFD BUEB T AR , S BT AR A op AR
TUE AR 57K PR AR =22 18] Y 2 7D X — S L] 2
BOHATRIY » S0 A HL RS 3h 0 A B i 3 53 A iR A
e, Wi N 1 fzs. 82 RS R i i L 278
10 7245, W THD ) 5 ¥R B3R 2R 10, BT T S 8 4 340
cm, T TH 55 2R 434 cm, B TETRE 3%l 3005 2 MR He
U MB TSR, XU BE T % 5 2 B Hb R 5
76 2~3 DA, A SCREE 2. 86, JRUMEFE | 4% 85 B 96
em, BE RS E RN 275 cm, FEMBIA R 50°, THE
HrA F 224k Ry 8°~50°.

4 340

Q 81 81
@k_ ‘I/_ 2089 2089 _I\“
<
0 ¢
%507 N
|231L 1728 _L 422 L 1728 _L23Ll

Bl S (84 em)

Fig.1 Calculated section (unit: cm)

1.2 HEEEMNERT

4% R 4> % B ANSYS ICEM CFD k4 # 17
HEXBSILE 2(BAFEREE D AFEREE),
BB XA = BE A 30D, #E 11 BE AT 2 W T A 0 Ry 5B,
HE 11 B S22 0 T 0 S 10B. SR 45 ¥ Ak RS AT
K143 » 38 33 B R 4 F AR A B A il A% B 2 4 A A
T RE T Y AR LI 3. W YT <5 BYEEISR. R
FAXE T 4 FinmNE k-w SST ((shear stress
transport) ) R HEAT W 1T 5. TH B A H 4] 1E B
1100, 3T FRHEWRTA ap 7E 8°~50°4F
IEEINEE 43 TR REL KN 19 —12°~+12°

3t 25 MR T =40 REL

2 WIS B EE KGR R~
Fig.2 Dimensions and meshing of numerical wind

tunnel



1108 [A] B K 2 2 MH R B 2% B

c QD:ISOMI:OO

d ap=50°,a=0°

e aD:15°,a:12°

{ ap=50°,e=12°

B3 HREGEHER Y ESHE

Fig.3 Y* distribution on wall of bridge section

WA 4 7, Foy Fo My 4350 8 KU A8 4R R B
MK BT 2R T R ; Fuy Fv Mz
A3 3R AR A AR R R K AR T R R
FI B 50 AR R =0 N RZBEXUT

CD = FD/QWD D)
C. = F./qwB 2
CM = MT/(IWBZ (3)

H (D ~(3) ':P:QW: (1/2)(0"0%(1 ﬂﬂﬂé/ﬁifjﬂﬁ,p vy
G A S B AR BE s Co . Cr Cu 4351 0 B
DR TR BAFEREL

Fr

K ﬁ%’ﬂ*)
&

4 RETHLRRGETEE
Fig.4 Coordinate of wind load

1.3 Z8NEH
1.3.1 FARK

FETRWTTHI ) BEL ) R R ap B RIS AR B AR R 20
K 5 B, MR8 an» Co BERIL A A AL 5 —
BAE o= —5"~5 VU E W LB P52, #4978 0. 8
AR 37 a=—5"~—12" K& o=5"~12 VG H A HIFHL T
BB R. FE12° BT . Co>2. 3, 75— 12" A

1.1
1.0
0.9
0.8
4]
© 05
0.4+
0.3F
0.2F
0'10 10 20 30 40 50
ap/(*)
a

e ap=49° -

.- apy=24° M

--a--ap=18° R
(.)D ) cnpa. aD:9° .

.~
-
&‘fl .,;:;;i
-4 0
al(®)
b

B5 BEARKEE ap RRRAHEN

Fig.5 Drag coefficient versus a5 and wind attack angle

T,Ch>1. 8.

BEE ap FUBE K, Co 3G, MR 484 3R K/, AR
LR AW 438 3 X X 1(ap=8"~18");
X35 2 (ap=18"~24") ; XI5k 3(ap=24"~50°). ZEX.
B 1 e X3 3, B RERE o HAE AL AE XS 22 (B
5a) , M7E X3, 2, B RBUBILEK.



AR G

FRR, 5 SRR R T REARMSU XA e KBS L BB R B M) 1109

1.3.2 AHEK

FE W7 TE R T 1 R BB o, BRI AR AE AL AN 6
B PRI ap » Tt 77 22 5006 R FA AR b B
— 350 FH ) REUBE I A O RS K, B R 4L
AR, 7E 12° AT, Cua1. 5, & — 12° 0/ T,
Cia—1.5. % oa=10"~ 12"/}, F+ h R EE T F 4%,
X o 270, X — R T R B .

BEE ap MG K, C BAK R SEm/N G 3 K
F(E 6a) : 2 o=0"BF, X PR IHE N BB 5T Y o<
O°Ht s ap, XF Cr. HIF M WU AR X 452 /0. HR 4 X Fh AR fk
ORI ap 438 3 AN X3 1 (ap=8"~16");
X35k 2(ap=16"~27") ; X3 3 (ap, =27"~50"). ZEX
B 1,C #ikpE ap HYHE R mE/N s 7E X35 2, Cr QLN
B ap HYERTTIE R TEX IR 3, Cu FEIEAR Y ap 22 1L
BRAFPE.

1.5¢
1.0 I-.-.-.-...-...- —a—oa=-10°
| —o—a=(°
0.(5) =10°
5 I ®ecceccese®®””
© —ost
-1.0t M%
-1.5}
-2.0 L ; L L !
0 10 20 30 40 50
ap/(*)
a
1.5 49° "."-
----- ap= S8ee
Lop T ar=27° ‘:'_g:;xx_zA
05F sl ap=16° V71X
D o et
5 0 v--op=9° ~%yx¥
D g
-0.5 "“‘ﬁ'
-1.0 o2 §*
-15 ?33"
v
-2.04

B6 FARKHE ap RRBAHEL

Fig.6 Lift coefficient versus a; and wind attack angle
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