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Abstract; A domestic sea-crossing suspension bridge is a vital traffic artery connecting local islands. The massive
transportation of flammable substances like LNG (liquefied natural gas) on the bridge poses a significant safety
hazard to the operation of the bridge. This paper is based on existing oil pool combustion experiments in China,
using the fire dynamics simulation software FDS and finite element analysis software ABAQUS to simulate LNG
tanker fire and conduct the whole bridge mechanical analysis in the fire, in order to predict the structural impact of
the LNG tanker fire and to provide reference for preventing and responding to emergencies of fuel tanker fire on the
bridge. The simulation is aiming at a small probability fire accident of two LNG tankers rear-end burning in the
middle of the main span of the bridge. The simulation results show that when an LNG tanker fire occurs on the
bridge, the main cable and some slings are directly affected by the fire: the main cable loses part of the structural
performance and two slings are damaged by heat and fail. In addition, the bridge deck pavement in high
temperature area is also damaged by high temperature and the main beam steel structure under the pavement is
relatively less affected by heat. The deflection of the bridge increases 0. 234 m in the fire, and the forces on the
east and west sides of the bridge are no longer balanced. According to the fire prevention research on key
components in the high temperature area in the fire, the heat transfer analysis of ABAQUS shows that main
components of the bridge can be effectively protected in the fire by the design of a double-layer 5 mm thick thermal
insulation aerogel protective layer.

Keywords: bridge fire; frame model of suspension bridge; LNG tanker fire model; heat transfer analysis;

mechanical response

KRS EEA: 2023 -02-14; FHHEHT: 2023-04-05; MEBEEXBH: 2025-01-16
45 B & ik . hitps://link. cnki. net/urlid/23. 1235. T. 20250116. 1601. 002
EERAN: B W(1980—) , J  BIHEZ, 4 S Im

BEEE. W W, mingyang@ seu. edu. cn



53

WU, 45 LNG J#E 4 JOR T B RS 12 B R A A M 3 i )iz 35

H AT, [ P S5 ¥ BT KB 5E #5 B 1) K g ey
Iz A4 K R A B BRI I L K2R
IR G KCORAFAAY . T R S A B BRI 1)
235 [ AT 3F A, kA A KCHBT, 54 PR 23 [) i
R, H A 2 ) U 23 77 A KA A 8 U R R
TAERE B R B, PR, 0 A A SR A R T Ko
FEEE X ISR D 2 K TR B T P KR R A
gEt . BRI HE AR KU R K I TR TR, B
KRBT BINKK KKK TG KIFHEIL S 5 P
REFNKKAE LR ER R IR KA ZE
2 R A | KR R 1 B T B AR TR 4
¥ 7727 P RE R B B IR, ™ E Y 2338 kR s 2 Y
BRI, ARk, iy T 18 6 A2 1) PR & J A
(2R SYQ R A5 I S NS R % o B[N [ % & s et <
HEI A S KR | 2 255 R A0 B ) S R A
KA, WF G2 K T A2 8 i R i 5 3405, H AT
BERE T M L5 e 155 G5 AR BT K BT AR DG A
G AT 5T ) E AL P Rl — SR
A RRITTTT I, LIAs i T il 26 R 88 10 B A 4544
e 57537 5 o3 — e R T3 AR % (CFD) J7 i
AT KR G50 b , a5 B A BRIk, UIrs ik
JERBE A R il BE il SR A AT A R e R A TR
FRAIFGE 7 1L AR JE T 30— S5 4 (B 2 R & 10 O 3, BL
DB ERR R B | L R A 0
NG T = G S N 1B 2 G = D O Ry (kD )
FEI

FH T A TS K 2% | KR R 25 A i 1 43 AT
MIBIFFEXT G E W e 1 & A0S S A B 1 AR
G N - TR A RHLE DL R B R B
. SCHR [ 4] R H & 4 85 803k fn A FR ot R 1
ABAQUS J1H T KK T 94— IR 4L A B2 0 AR T L) K i
KPR, W12 45 T KR BE R kR,
R0 2 A R T e R e i ok Rk 4 5
CFD T3 A RE4 KRR M58 T - TR A5 2
P AETHE 22 KRR W5 R e 7, I & 305 B kR A
FIE TN SR AR P R I p A, g
TN - TR A 0 T KRS i AR T R B, S
BRES T AR ] SO0 — TR A & 46 R M A g 6 4, 1 ]
ANSYS 7 FRICEAEAHT HC T T A 92 46K v e
SRR 8 S R Sy IR RO AR T
PR 5 B O AR L R 7R T KR IE #OE BT
LRI AL SRR AT KT 5
RN GRRHL R . SCHRL 6 ] 43 512K FHISO 834
FHRMZ S CFD A58 09 k3 il 2 X R R 1Y
GAAVERBIEAT AT, WIFSE 45 SR T, 75 1T K I RHT
PR e 2P e 52 A BR, (L 2 1) 55 A7 22 0 i FH

Ifg, SCHR[7 | X945 F b 52 K R AT R AT 5T
FEAR SRR RAE IR P SRR 7 A A S5 AL e R
HEAT T SRS, AR T v SR 9 22 FE AN () L g K
AL AT fen Tk 20 I 1] 4 Al g a0 3807 7, 0190
TR 22 A% THEE A K R s e
BEX] IR BT R T B e, BRI AT
HIRTERY R B R/ £40-5 i & 0 18 8 R P RE iR
N, CHK[3] 3T Ingason B 7 B KA A iz FH
ANSYS A BRICHE 7 % i &R -5 3 B0t 0 i B 2 1
Rk 32 5 A B XS A 1 1) T S AT BB, LA
PRAUESS Y B 22 PR FIAS E PR o BAR, Bl 1 23 K
KTEBRFEMEMO0.4 ~1.0 m N[ EAEELME
SRR SCHR[8 ] T HC, THE MR, R T EI
ORGP VL OHE 85 85 b 4045 s B AR E IR
JE L B4R G 0 52, T ANSYS BROFRIFSE T
FH BB KIS R RY 1 # RO T 1455
MR R BTG

B2 H i A ST Iz A [ RRORH ) 2250 K T
WESEAHXS AN CFD J7 3 v R F 0 i i 4 R AsE Y
BB — BEXE 5 MRS B Y I E 42 K A2 KOR SR
(R BRI b e AT 58 B /0 | 52 2% JOR IR T AN 4G
FEPATR SRR 143 32 33 53 A1 S H T R A5 A oA g i) e 2
— 0 BT IE, ARSCR A CFD 5 A BRICE A k-
SER IR HEERE G (B9 T B, DA P 5 5 1 A R R
AT LNG YR 4 2R e AR R TR A i
TGy, W RBEAR B R R AR KR DL R AT 45
AL CINA g v
1 oo R e K SRA AL
1.1 HthRERIE IR

Babrauskas' "' #RE A SFAE A 20 LA K AR B
25 0 A SR IR RIS (SR8 I 248 1) A Y
EZL /NS

m"=m", (1-e )
Sy R R 0 T REARKE R ke (m )
m” , AR B R BT R AR AR kg/ (m’ +s) 5k
KIGH RIS IRR L, m ™" 8 A HPDEER K AL IE
FED b EAR , mA BT A, m?

TESEB G B0 FF 1 HE 4 78 T s ) S kI ik
AR Tt , HARH 2 BEIR 58 1 AN Wi D, 1tb A
RIS 1 S R R S B 2 A Al F A
Ingason[”]EﬂXUL?E?ﬁj(ﬁ!i%J‘(%iﬁgﬁ%ﬁu H
IS R PR A AN AU IR B AR A 15 B $2 4h
TRRHE I Y 48 B K B HOREOR BN [E] ¢ (s) 1Y



36 - S NS D A N - ¢

557 %

AEAR AR
Q1) =Qpenere (1 —e )"
Q. it ARSI 1 SRR - R IE 2R

Q

1-n
r= (o) ok IRk = o WA

FHn R IRANIR B BRI PR R it 2k 1R R 52
el S35, n AEERATR, R0 0 B B A AR T 3 T PR
1.2 LNG M#ENRBSBER SHE T %
WAL R R LNG ( liquefied natural gas) == %A,
I3 HWEE . LNG Gl A AR R TEA [ Y 254

o

SR TRk 2R R A 2 A
ARICFIE LNG 7t I 1 00 T Rr S2 R s 0L . R
FHPBE ORI LR | #7. LNG IFE 4 K 0 B B 25 TR
7 i

HRAE 3.1 19 B A G BE , R4S G 1 s
450 m® LNG JM##E4 R (12 m x2.5 m x2.25 m) il
IS LNG i B HE,, | Q... , T2 AR il
) JCR TR INZR . LNG T 4 K ISR (S50
Hion BCLAMY HARBEOTAEMT ., N 120 MW,
E, N 1013 GJ,kN0.1304 x107°,r A 1.271,

2.25m

12 m
(a) MU
1 50 m’ EERTENBESERE

Fig.1 50 m’ fuel tanker size and fire source height

TR AR LNG il 25 3 ) 0 B
RUAFEHER 4 WP 2 BT . LNG W % 5K 7
12 min P FIA B SRR R, B AR
IR, RE A SRR

140

20| -

100 .,

80 o,

60

PRI /MW
i
/

40}

20 |

0 I 26 I 46 ‘ 6I0 ‘ 8I0 I ]60 I 12IO I
B 8] /min
2 LNG HEBEFEHPHERI IS HE KB E R R &

Fig.2 Exponential growth type heat release rate curve for fuel
control of LNG tanker burning

1.3 Rt A RIZE B RMEIEIE

{6 1 FDS 44107 3.2 5 0 31t Jc o 5 80 %of
ENE A S U705 BT, DL E A
B
1.3.1  SCEAHEN

TS TER BRI K R I bR

2.5m
(b) IEH

M) , [ P AR SGRIF 2 B B T T 28 A1 it I8k 08 4 IR 52
5, SRR BT R SR 1 m x 3 m, 46 KRGy
0.25, Jiit SRR S50 5 B4 E R 3 Fis
1.3.2  SCH A7 ELA5 X L

SRHH FDS JCIAFAER A X 52560 T B AT A4
SEEGH R XU UARAE AR AU AL RN 3 B IR 00%
HOECNATE 90% LA I, WG EZEPAE 3 ~8 m/s
Z 8] HAR R A BORAE 90% LA 1P R X
25M0H 7.4 mx6.2 mx 11 m, K585 R0 1F i 1R
SRS RS A B AL & 4 s, KA
SEIR S S gE AT X L, SRR 0 FO A ]
TP, FDS J&& Jy ORI & TR R A 5l ) 2
WA B AR ) T A A AR 1) — 4 S R
YA AE— A A7 1) EARfE, HoOp R ™ o

Lﬂ_i(k 6T5)+ ‘o
P.Cs dx  0x\" ow 7.

[ 2 1 300 S A
ks%((),t) = (j"(, + é",.
A op HSZ IR IR BE , o 52 PR B L3
e, F9 3 BT DA B 5 A R B, VR g A3 A2 S A
TR BT R A S A B B, 7 X A
q" ARG PGE



55 3 1] W, 4. LNG M2 IR 1K B 1 B KA A5 A 3 i 17 £37-
W .
g, 2 ) RS1 \ RS8 s
1k A 1 86 S8
RS6 -
Tt i
o 3 \, Rs2 R %{_ R Py |
1 9
R1 s -, RS3 R4 Ho Rs10 A2 )
o S3 o ¢ o ¢ +3 o S +
A R2 Ri R7 /s10
., Rs4 RSII 3
S4 O RS + +
- a S11
50 _ 50 2
, , RS5 RSI2 | ,
S5 -
/12
| 100 \ 150 L 250 )
) | - ) FAT: em
B3 ZmAFFEGEER
Fig.3 Layout plan of experiment site
() P ) 0L B S M A kg B | 5 (AR5 L 45 SR 5 S B
G A 2 ,laiﬂj”al h B A GE (5
SN T A % T 7 35 3 400 ~ 450 °C R TRLEE K
o, IR EE R PRSI . 28R 3 m &AL SRR
T BE (A BN KT 0 LT AR Y I BE U 3 ER IR B L
TR — 2, IR FFAE 100 °C By IR K,
BE S m LB Z KR R /N R E BTN
2,1 h AL FEE 30 C AR EE KT O FLRE 5 90
AT A, MR DL XS B, FDS 4 BT DLAss hy o
B HASLADL K IS5 T 580 52 R IR AR 1
E4 FDS EER ” i T SoLID.03
Fig.4 FDS simulation model ‘ , " espim —SOLIDO03
X1 L 52 P8GR 5K 7 55 A T b 2 h0e v oa L
1 hE‘JZ:EIEg{ME(I m.3 m.5 m) [ I 55 i L T )
JE SBUERPIEREE , K1 5 1 exp-1m  exp-3m , exp-5m =
BHFRIRTHER I m 3 m S mpEENE  F |
THT 00 )3 B2 A, SOLID il 209 07 B4 2R . SOLID-03
b=Nia 7 E ) 7K 3F > -
b BT 0 IR R K 5 S K42 werS SOLID-0S

SEZ o v g [ TS 0 3 R S AR B R, S R
MR 1 m A EE KRR ERETE 10 ~25 min B E
T B B G T R R R SR
DR IR ] F 00 7 235 2R A 8 OO | TG 1 58 A A R
SRR O H Y % 2 A Ak T XU R R ) Xof DX s s

20 60

E5 S7TREEESE1m3mS mREORELNSHELER

Fig.5 1 m, 3 m, 5m vertical height of S7 sling measured and

simulated results



.38 - R

wOL Wk K

Ay,

»e
7

=

Eild 57 %

2 TAEMBL

2.1 HREH

TS KRR R R R S 1R B R, M R s
1B} 578 m+1 650 m +485 m, KIE K 1/10,
s hiEs BN FEEWL R ARER N
5.25 mm AFRPURIGREE R 1 770 MPa (55 55 55 £
22, MRS 298, MR IS, —2

JEZ ST TEAT Rk 2R AL b K & il
EERMR, 5 — N R — B m R, Ayrhi
4391770 .1 860 .1 960 MPa, £ 22 77 XL s A it
A/NF1.10 x10° MPa,,

FZE R HDOUR AN AR R it , =R PIIE 2 18]k H
TR S TP e it e, F R AU T A 1] 6
FiR . BREERR R B R 5.5 em WA 41
HHE A

36 000/2 o 36 000/2
T
3 OOOI 12 000 L 6 000 12 000 |3 000
I T |
@:;\::\:uuuvuuuuuuuviL | - tuvuuuuuuuuvuuuuuu
2600
= B 570]
2160 ELuC 0 | L )
e | Q 2160
6 500 [ 6 500
AL mm

Bl 6 INEhFERARAEEETE E (mm)

Fig. 6 Standard cross section of stiffened box girder (mm)

2.2 HRIAE

B2 i b b DX AP35 16. 7 °C AR 344
XTREE A 78. 5% , KA EEAF3FE, A 101. 98 kPa,
T RATE B3 W IS0 (8.7 =5 BT T 10 B 58 IR 7 4
SEEIRGEH 4.3 m/s,
2.3 LNG z#iEmR

HRAE IRk R R A Ml BB 1 4 5 T i) (SY/
T 7434—2018) "', 2 3 24 3 LNG 0 H 24 7/ A= 7=
Re ) ATk 2] 417 T3 wi/AE ) LLJS A 7= 6E 7 Al gk #)
800 JT Wi/ 4F Wit EHAFEA 378 T i AL KAR R 18
IR AT A2 B, AR SCET X% KPR S PRl A7 4
FFIE LNG I 48 K R IR 53 M

3 HHEASAFARTHEA

3.1 ABAQUS &# &8I T

AR A BR IC A ABAQUS 57 & FT £
PRI R4S MR 3 4E 2 W E M T
(T3D2) , FHRFH 3 4k 3 55 2 R HAIT(B32),
TR 3 43 1 1 IR HLIT(B31) , el
A 1936 M HTT, BRI LR S5 AN ER L R
FINEBLI R, HMER LY R Ry = B4 8 I 5 b 11 1 45 |
T2 2 v 07 5 R ML ) 3145 24 T RN 32 R g (1) S
KL INERL R 20N B S MR IER: IS
055 A L SNSRI R R
3.2 HEKE

WD PR ZS R IE MR FELRN T
SERPR SR S B AN R IR0 S 45 SR A T
HoA, ARHIFAL AL i PE . 450808 MR UL E

BEN 1 A PR BAA A SCIE BT e 22 DL
*1~3,

x1 HHEBEESHERKE
Tab.1 Inspection of the structural alignment of the bridge model
HRCHEES
R e A
sk ?%gf SWl/m SRR
m
AHX it 22
WG SRR & 1/5 847 (M2 5
§ . -67.057 -67.438 |
BEES R i e TSR LUH)
RS RN EREE P -2.540  -2.648 4.0%

R2 BHREXEHEHANRE

Tab.2 Inspection of the internal forces of key components of
the bridge model
e . ARROTHH S ARG
ARRTeR oM, R
P N g S otE
PHAE/ KN kN . .
MIXMR 2 % 1AL, %
RS >
a (bRifE%)
EAIRINGN ST 287420 289 450 -0.70 1.7
EHALAENTT 263290 266 700 -1.28 2.5
R3 AFERBEHRIRIAELE
Tab.3  Inspection of the structural vibration frequency of the

bridge model

SR A RROTRRY A BRITHH AR S A

. SMAE/ Ha
g T5E/ He I FXT R 22/ %
1 By 0.059 0.054 8.5
2 [y 0.097 0.095 2.1




5 3 1]

B, 45 LNG JREA IR TR IR B 1 B R A S5 AL 37 ) 7

.39.

HrpmREGREZ | W B IREOR , Ak
BT 2R N 0 45 R R B i 22 RO AR v 22, Y
ISR S PINEES s DA bk e e p Rl
W) B BT SO A R OCARE B AT S 4
SR REARR T

4 FHEEEING b E Bk R
55 MWy B v
4.1 HPEARIR
PR NBZAF, FLR L FEREME, &
LR B P A B RS R R 22 8N 5

340072

32 B A2 KT R R AR A3 A R
EBATIER B IR KI5 18 i
BAAT BRI Fe— B e 42 5 K ORI e — i e 4
S M R S B AR [RTARE B9 KT, P e 445 2 4
T AN CEFE AL B A R A e 4k B
SN BRGHC , HE KR P LNG T AR I
S AHE AR K AT IR G KK T EE AL T
5 P A A AR B B 1) S 48 1.7 m, AT T
JIE7R o KIS D 1 10 I T, P58 XU X3 Ay
4.3 m/s, W] AR [ W 1] F2 48, KR AFEEARBE
3R 1.5 h,
3 400/2

600/2

600/2

vvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv

vvvvvvvvvvv

3 600/2

3 600/2

FRT: cm

E7 LNG H#EFENRTHRIEAE
Fig.7 Description of LNG tanker fire conditions

ASCAHF FDS #5713k k d g A gl 8
i o AR SR T A 18], I 4 1 4k Sk 7S T A
ZERE) iR b TR T T R 4 X AR, RS
2 x (12 mx2.5 m) , R0 FE 27l B %) oo oo B 1R
ERBET Y = BE L FR BT 2. 25 m, TRl 1 (b) T
TRo KARBREEITELA 3.2 A b A A OB BCR
RHEATE X R ERRRT K R 1.5 h, 8 7R )
KT DX I M S 37 e TR W SR 4R 2R D SR T
B 2R SR 1 P R A R P 2 AR
4.2 HEBENGESEEEMMHIEERME

SRR Jy 2 N B B R i
REHFELN IR, 0T 85 b i 4 K
(T, TR S T M T 4l 206 5 2 2 L R A R R
I3

W/ C

.z PaE AR
N
E8 LNG #f L% N R FDS EARERE
Fig.8 FDS basic model diagram of LNG tanker fire on the bridge

4.2.1  ESERE A S ERER L

AR TN 23 AR BE 3 10 A B, 78 KR
SO T I 2 T i 0 R AT B B 26 ~28 m,
K19 25t T FDS BR300 52 ok 3 45 IX I i i
o3 (BRI .

| [

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 700 750 800 850 900 950 1000105011001 1501200

30 m B2 K ELX I
ZNEHEXIEEES (T EELE)

Fig.9 High temperature distribution of main cable part burnt by fire (top view)

B9



. 40 - R

[N AN

%57 %

G5 JURAT BT BN FROTEE RS 85 AR R Y
HEATT 3, B2 K EBEBOY K 3 A ST, A
LS B AELE R I3 A It SRR d5e/ N BT R 70 i) X I
HRATRMAESIE, R E 2 G B4 K
54 m, Z K IXIRARPERATE 10 Fs

éﬁmﬁmﬁ | \

10 ZICCERES LB REMH
Fig. 10 Part of main cable and slings in the fire compact scope
KM ABAQUS BRAFAE S T4 H) 2 L TABERY
WAL 11 B R SR B S 3 dev_1 ~4 1Y
AR A TE A i 5k i R R AN R
AOTELIE A2 A, PRI 4 25 Tl il 2R 2 48 Ay it 2 0
SE AR B PRI i (18] 12) 052 KAk T2 A5
PTG AT, 60 1.5 h 9 FHR G R S 2 4018
Grfi s I 13 s,

dev_3

dev 2

dev_4

11 ARTEHEREFEBEEDRUNSITE

Fig. 11~ Schematic diagram of solid temperature boundary
division of finite element model
A
—— dev_l
800 —e—dev_2 v
¢ dev_3 v o
v dev_4 v Y
v v
600 - v
4
v .
@] !
g v " . e
400} v seeee*’
Flg v ) y = ,.”'/
»
-
200F 7 o .
PSS o &
y ro—ror**""’/‘44 *
2 ad
b

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6 600
ENEIT
B12 ANEHROEFEHDRBRSEERL

Fig. 12 Transient temperature curve of main cable boundary at
the center of fire source

R TN A M R Wz K TSR PERE AR AL, X
AT P Ak 1) S B AT IS AL Ry I
NIEEPTIR S8, SR RKHLYE BS EN 1993-1-2 H14K
A B T RERE O 2 A A 48 1
THHE A K T SRR T R 2 R 1Y 0. 53
4.2.2 MERRESMSHREGERL

¥ FDS H 150 17 2R DX ek 10 245 1R i A A 4 SR
YERABRITH AR EE S 7 il i ABAQUS X 52 Ak Ab
R AT L AT, BB KX 45 5 |
46 SERREE/SA A 14 FrR, KR REd, B
MR ETHE 1160 °C |, B HAR B AR 2 s
AT 0. 02, IR BE N A 3R AE K I AR R ek #

2l
He JJ o

NT11
+7.890e+02
+7.370e+02
+6.850e+02
+6.330e+02
+5.810e+02
+5.290e+02
+4.770e+02
+4.250e+02
+3.730e+02
+3.210e+02
+2.690e+02
+2.170e+02
+1.650e+02

E13 NEFLCEEFHEERESHZE(C)
Fig. 13  Temperature distribution nephogram of main cable section
in the center section of fire source (°C)

NT11
+1.159e+03
+1.159e+03
+1.159e+03
+1.159e+03
+1.158e+03
+1.158e+03
+1.158e+03
+1.158e+03
+1.158e+03
+1.158e+03
+1.157e+03
+1.157e+03
+1.157e+03

B4 SABRBRESHZE(C)
Fig. 14  Temperature distribution nephogram of the sling in the
fire (°C)

4.2.3 MR S3 A

1) SN AR B, ARl LNG W% 1.5 h
KTV A 18T K G BT 2 % b 1 o 1
M) 0 L Ay A I A R T, XoF 53 b — W A7 T 1Y)
T EERZ A W] Z W AT, AE R AR R i T L
e 1 S TR R P ] 58 oK R X 3G 3] 690 ~ 720 °C, 5
[i] & B8 ot D, 3 Rt T R, FE IR SR 0 7 )l
B AR W AR EE TR 123 CRHE,200 <C
Aoy PR 4RI 7 R MR AIR ) 60 C 1Y 173, 120 °C
R S O SRR B AT TR v Y R e Y R 24
Y ) 32 m, BEATR 1) Ry — A7 B %) X388, Gn &1 15 7




53

B, 45 LNG JREA IR TR IR B 1 B R A S5 AL 37 ) 7 - 41 -

o PRI, 52 K R e i R W S L DA ) A T i 42 7
S JMF RN T2, TR TR AR

BE/C
721.3
120 °C — il 651.0'
200 °C ol 5807
300 °C - 510.4
400 °C 440.1
32
500 °C 369.8
690 °C : 299.5
229.2
158.9
88.63
18.30

15 FDS AR THRRERESHRE
Nephogram of pavement surface temperature distribution
in the fire in FDS

Fig. 15

2) AR, HREL FDS i if A R AN R
TREEUNE 16 Fras , Ayt 5 [ 2203 1.5 h 1
RS TR TFE 230 °C, DRI 2 1 AR
IR AR W B> 126 X 3, 32 A K A AR
ZJFBER0.93, 552 K X F 88 R UL
AT 2R A B, 7 1T K9 XTI 08 400 % ek B 5 i 3% A 3¢
I A 2 5 S AFE 22 0 TORR e 43

U,U3

+9.549¢-01
+5.864¢-01
+2.178¢-01
-1.507e-01
-5.193¢-01
-8.878e-01
-1.256e+00
-1.625¢+00
-1.993¢+00
-2.3626+00
-2.731e+00
-3.099¢+00 el
-3.468¢+00 e

250

200

150

R/ C

100

50

1 L 1 L 1 " 1 " 1 T ]

0 I 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000
B 8] /s
B 16 SFifimthhEiRXIEERWRE R E RIS i &
Fig. 16

Change curve of main beam steel temperature with time
in high temperature area near oil pool
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4.3.1 FREPK

TR AR AN A 17 18 s, GRS R A
FRATE IR 2. 540 m, [k 5 R B PG iR 53
ASFE SRR 0. 234 m, H B IX — AR B R BEE
Fil 2178 468 m(26 m x 18) , 5K HIEZ K MAYAR
R AR LG, PO 22204 1 116 m(62 m x 18) B
B 1) W 1) AR T W S R T [ o7 8 AR s = SR R B 1 8 o)
I R AR 222978 0.2 m, DL LIS,
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Fig. 17  Vertical displacement of the main beam under both dead load and live load (m)
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Fig. 18 Vertical displacement of the main beam in the fire (m)
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Fig. 19  Stress distribution of the main cable under dead load and live load (Pa)
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Fig.20 Stress distribution of the main cable in the fire (Pa)
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Fig. 21

Stress distribution of the slings under dead load and live load(m)
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Fig.22 Stress distribution of the slings in the fire(Pa)
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FRYE (A R R I ) (JTG/T D65-05—
2015) 5 (A B S5 AT BB HLIEY (JTG Ded—
2015) HFIHLAE , B M 35 804N 22 1 T 7 58 5 43 T3
AECH 1. 85, B 5 20 m R PP B 4y IR SR
2.952 ) TN T KBS B RIF F A2 1 Y
SRBOAET 2.3 ) AR EHNNRE, k4
Fiw, BRAEKKIG 2N B2 TRAfFG TRE 4
FR, MEREMEERECUKE 23 .24 iR, B 45,
46 S M RMEW ZHh 44 47 S BRIV ZE SR
ELANIRG K B LR, 78 ] 2 A7 B2 B K O e b g s |
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Tab.4  Checking results of main cable after fire

i H F4iN T1/kN T F1/kN TRFRH
il TE ) 289 654.4 851 547 2.67
VIR ESE (/) 306 086. 8 832 077 2.47
R ELE (b)) 291 314.2 851 547 2.66
RiREL (/) 308 234.7 832 077 2.45
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Fig.23  Safety factor of west slings
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Fig.24  Safety factor of east slings

K5 ZARAHRAEERNBER

Tab.5 Slings that dissatisfy the standard requirements in the fire

BWitams % 71/kN Wi F1/kN LRRE
45 9 600
46 9 600
47 4129.9 9 600 2.11
44 4100.3 9 600 2.13

4.4 SpERHAFFRHET

X} 5% K EE MBI L ) F2 85 A 2R FH AL 25 By
KRR, DA B ARG I 25 ¢ I 1 R 25 4 rh EE
TR PRI, SR 5 A2 A S BRI B KRR, X
FHABRAIMIEITIEEF)Z 5 mm B E &
REERAINZ OO R PR R E AR, R
B N2 A D FE S JRE N (5 £ 1) mm, 25
J& 300 ¢/m’,25 CHFFHMALCH 0.023 W/ (m-K) ,
540 CHISMEECH 0.080 W/ (m-K) ,700 °C IS
EFCH0.136 W/ (m-K),1 000 CHH-FHMEEN
0.218 W/ (m-K) , lL#EEH 1.050 J/(g-K) .
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(F 1 em &) MR AR B A INZE G KR IR E 5
A, A BRI SC T 0l v A R R i B FR S TR
1.5 h, @ 25 FE 26 BIRE = KIEH, R
B H HREA RN MR B AL, B8
(AL B B i ANk 52 °C AR B WIS % A B I AR AR i
B ARIREE (200 °C) , ALK 27 FE 28 A LLE
B R NN 22 15 I T 450 ~ 460 °C 22 [a] , 1 i X e
FEAEPAESMEY 2, 4 HAZ X PR 1 R A R
T AR PAER . ILBE KR AT LUTE drh
AR BRI EH MR,

22 I 1 2R RN 22 B9 TR i 26 AnfEl 29
JiR, it 1.5 h KRFZM, f R LR E KB T
460 °C ,MRIEERPIFNE BS EN 1993-1-2 H X 444 25
TR SRR (R 2, SN Bl KRR 7 2R 1) 3
R AR 2 R 19 0. 65, AR HE 4. 2.2 TPl iy
B MBI I it 1 A2 K BB AE KK R B,
I, AR 252 A A8 I I A2 ] A R A K 9T
0 R AR B2, (75 PR AN 22 76 JCOR O B —2F
DL Ry F12R kR



- 44 - BoROE Tk K% % 57 %
NTI1 450 .

+7.890e+02 400 |

+7.254e+02

+6.618e+02 350

+5.981e+02

+5.345e+02 o 300

+4.709e+02 <

+4.073e+02 250 F

+3.437e+02 ]

+2.801e+02 & 200

+2.164e+02 oE

+1.528e+02 150 -

+8.920e+01 Lol /

+2.559e+01 -

50 /

25 RRTIINEREBMBHNELHEEZE(C)
Fig. 25

Temperature nephogram of the cable wrapped with
thermal insulation material in the fire( °C)

NT11

+5.189%¢+01
+4.970e+01
+4.751e+01
+4.532e+01
+4.312e+01
+4.093e+01
+3.874e+01
+3.655e+01
+3.436e+01
+3.216e+01
+2.997e+01
+2.778e+01
+2.55%¢+01

26 AEPELHVEEZE(C)
Fig.26 Temperature nephogram of the internal main cable(°C )
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Fig. 27

Temperature nephogram of the sling wrapped with
thermal insulation material in the fire( °C)
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Fig.28 Temperature nephogram of the internal sling( °C )
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Fig.29 Temperature rise curve of sling wrapped with thermal
insulation material under high temperature
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