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ABSTRACT 

 Full-depth precast concrete panels offer an efficient alternative to traditional cast-in-place 

concrete for replacement or new construction of bridge decks.  Research has shown that 

longitudinal post-tensioning helps keep the precast bridge deck in compression and avoid 

problems such as leaking, cracking, spalling, and subsequent rusting on the beams at the 

transverse panel joints.  Current design recommendations suggest levels of initial compression 

for precast concrete decks in a very limited number of bridge configurations.  The time-

dependent effects of creep and shrinkage in concrete and relaxation of prestressing steel 

complicate bridge behavior, making the existing recommendations for post-tensioning in precast 

deck panels invalid for all bridges with differing girder types, sizes, spacings, and span lengths.  

Therefore, the development of guidelines for levels of post-tensioning applicable to a variety of 

bridge types is necessary so designers may easily implement precast concrete panels in bridge 

deck construction or rehabilitation. 

 To fulfill the needs described, the primary objective of this research was to determine the 

initial level of post-tensioning required in various precast concrete bridge deck panel systems in 

order to maintain compression in the transverse panel joints until the end of each bridge’s service 

life.  These recommendations were determined by the results of parametric studies which 

investigated the behavior of bridges with precast concrete decks supported by both steel and 

prestressed concrete girders in single spans as well as two and three continuous spans.  The three 

primary variables in each parametric study included girder type, girder spacing, and span length.  

The age-adjusted effective modulus method was used to account for the ongoing effects of creep 

and shrinkage in concrete.  Results from the Mathcad models used in the parametric studies were 

confirmed through comparison with results obtained from finite element models generated in 

DIANA. 

 Initial levels of post-tensioning for various bridge systems are proposed based on the 

trends observed in the parametric studies.  The precast decks of the simple span bridges with 



steel girders and the one, two, and three span bridges with prestressed concrete girders needed 

only 200 psi of initial post-tensioning to remain in compression under permanent and time-

dependent loads throughout each bridge’s service life.  The precast decks of the two and three 

span continuous bridges with steel girders, however, needed a significantly higher level of initial 

compression due to the negative moments created by live loads. 
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION 

 

1.1 Full-Depth Precast Concrete Bridge Deck Panels 

 The rapid pace of life in today’s society demands transportation infrastructure which is 

reliable, efficient, and safe.  As traffic volumes continue to increase, the performance and 

durability of existing roads and bridges are challenged and scrutinized on a daily basis.  When 

problems arise, it is important that the responsible transportation agency have the ability to 

perform the necessary maintenance or construction in a timely and effective manner.  For the 

rehabilitation of bridge decks, full-depth precast concrete panels provide a solution which is 

quick and easy to implement. 

 Many advantages to using a precast panel system for bridge decks exist.  First, all of the 

deck panels can be manufactured at a concrete precasting facility prior to the start of construction 

at the bridge site.  This prefabrication eliminates the time it would otherwise take to cast and cure 

a concrete deck in place at a bridge site, leaving only a minimal amount of cast-in-place material 

to be required for securing connections at the site.  Along with simplifying the construction 

process, the precast panels allow for a much faster bridge deck replacement or repair, which 

significantly reduces the duration of bridge closure and the corresponding disruptions of traffic.  

In most cases, the flow of traffic can be maintained on a portion of the bridge while precast 

panels are used to fix segments of the bridge deck in other locations.  The precast system is an 

economical option due to the savings in required field labor and the reduced inconvenience of 

delays for bridge users.  Finally, the precast system can be a practical solution for a variety of 

transportation infrastructure needs, including new bridge construction as well as bridge deck 

rehabilitation or replacement (Issa, 1995b).   

 Although prefabrication of the concrete panels makes the process of constructing the 

precast system fairly easy, the design of the panels and the other components present in the 

system are all important to ensure a properly functioning bridge deck.  The panels themselves 

usually have thicknesses ranging from 6 to 10 in., while their lengths and widths may vary from 

several feet to much longer lengths depending on the bridge deck layout and the requirements of 

the project.  The connection between the precast panel components and the supporting girders is 

typically provided by shear studs, which resist the horizontal shear forces created between the 

bottom of the precast deck and the top of the girders.  The gap between the bottom of the deck 
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panels and the top of the girders is generally 1-2 in. thick and is referred to as the haunch.  A 

specific number of open blockouts are formed through the thickness in each precast panel to 

provide space for the shear studs which extend up from the top flanges of the girders.  The joints 

between the precast panels typically have either a male-female or female-female configuration.  

The precast panels commonly contain prestressing strands, regular steel reinforcement, bonded 

post-tensioning tendons, or some combination of these three in the transverse direction to resist 

bending moments across the width of the bridge.  In addition, the panels should contain ducts for 

longitudinal post-tensioning of the bridge deck, which helps keep the transverse panel joints in 

compression and resist bending moments along the length of the bridge (Issa, 1995a).   

 Given this information about the components of the precast bridge deck system, the 

procedure for construction of the system can be described in a few easy steps.  First, the bridge 

girders are erected on their supports.  Next, groups of precast concrete panels are arranged on top 

of the girders along the bridge, and leveling bolts are used to adjust the panels to their final 

elevations.  After the panels are in place, the transverse panel joints are filled with grout or 

coated with epoxy, and the entire bridge deck is longitudinally post-tensioned to seal and 

compress the joints.  If shear connectors are installed after the precast deck is in place, this step is 

completed next.  Formwork to contain the haunch is assembled, and a non-shrink, high strength 

grout is used to fill the haunch and the open blockouts in the panels.  Most of the grouts used to 

fill the haunch and blockouts set very rapidly and obtain the strength required to allow traffic on 

the bridge within a few hours or days.  Following the grouting process, waterproofing 

membranes and overlays may be added to the deck surface to enhance its appearance, rideability, 

and durability.  Figure 1.1 illustrates the components involved in this construction process for a 

bridge containing precast concrete deck panels and prestressed concrete girders. 
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Figure 1.1: Precast Concrete Bridge Deck Panel System (Scholz, 2004) 

 

1.2 Prestressing Methods 

 Some elaboration on the concepts of prestressing is necessary for a complete 

understanding of this research.  Pretensioning and post-tensioning are the two methods used to 

produce an initial state of compression in concrete members.  While concrete has a significant 

amount of strength in compression, its tensile strength is very low and is often considered to be 

zero in design.  The initial compressive load applied to a concrete member during the process of 

prestressing is therefore intended to lessen or eliminate the tensile stresses that would otherwise 

develop in the concrete under service loads.   

 The primary difference between the methods of pretensioning and post-tensioning 

involves the time at which the compressive force is applied to the concrete member.  In a 

pretensioned member, the steel strands are tensioned and anchored outside the beam area before 

the placement of the concrete.  After the concrete is cast and it attains sufficient strength, the 

prestressing strands are cut; this releases the jacking force, which is transferred from the steel 

strands into the concrete through the bond between the two materials.  In a post-tensioned 

member, on the other hand, the steel strands are stressed and the compressive force is applied to 

the concrete after it has set and has gained adequate strength.  Post-tensioned members typically 
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contain hollow ducts around which the concrete for the member is cast.  The steel strands are 

threaded through these open ducts, anchored at one end, and then stressed at the other end.  The 

stressing mechanism reacts against the concrete member itself.  Once the desired jacking force is 

reached, additional anchors are used to secure the tendons at the stressing end, and the stressing 

jack is detached.  The strand elongation and the jacking pressure are both monitored throughout 

the stressing process to calculate the amount of tension in the strand at any time.   

 Following the post-tensioning process, the ducts containing the tendons are usually filled 

with grout, which is pressurized and pumped into the ducts at one end until it emerges at the 

other end.  Once the grout hardens, the bonds created allow forces to be transferred from the 

steel strands through the grout to the walls of the ducts.  While the primary compression force is 

still applied to the concrete through the anchorages which stay in place, grouting increases the 

member’s flexural strength and enhances its performance in the case of overload (Nilson, 1987).  

The post-tensioning operations described herein apply to the precast concrete bridge deck panels 

investigated in this research. 

 

1.3 Time Dependent Effects in Concrete 

 In concrete structures, creep and shrinkage cause strains to gradually develop.  Usually 

the concrete contains prestressed and/or non-prestressed steel, so the development of strains in 

the cross section over time causes stresses to be induced in every element of the cross section, 

including the concrete itself as well as any steel that is present (Dilger, 1982).  In many cases, the 

stresses and deformations resulting from this continuous redistribution of forces can influence 

the structure as much as the dead and live loads which are applied to it.  Therefore, it is very 

important to consider the long-term effects of creep and shrinkage in concrete, as well as 

relaxation of prestressing steel, in the design and analysis of concrete elements.  In this research, 

the effects which these ongoing changes have on the post-tensioning and the corresponding level 

of compression it applies to the precast concrete bridge deck panels are of particular interest and 

importance.   

 

1.4 Research Objectives 

 The primary objective of this research is to recommend the initial level of post-tensioning 

required in various precast concrete bridge deck panel systems in order to maintain compression 
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in the transverse panel joints until the end of each bridge’s service life.  The predictions of stress 

changes over time are made by performing time-dependent analyses which consider the 

redistribution of forces in bridge systems caused by creep and shrinkage in concrete and 

relaxation of prestressing steel.  The age-adjusted effective modulus method is used to account 

for the ongoing effects of creep and shrinkage in concrete. 

 In order to recommend initial post-tensioning levels for precast concrete deck panels in a 

wide variety of bridge systems, another goal of this research is to conduct parametric studies 

using numerous models which, as a whole, allow for the evaluation of both steel and prestressed 

concrete girders in simple spans as well as two and three span continuous bridges.  All of these 

models were created using Mathcad.  Finally, results from both simple and continuous span 

models are compared to analytical results obtained from finite element models generated in 

DIANA.  These finite element models were verified separately by experimental results obtained 

from a full-scale bridge mockup constructed and tested in the Virginia Tech Structures and 

Materials Laboratory.   

 

1.5 Thesis Organization 

 This document includes five chapters which present different aspects of the research 

performed.  Chapter 2 provides a summary of the applicable literature regarding full-depth 

precast concrete panels used for bridge decks, including prior recommendations made 

concerning levels of post-tensioning required to keep the deck panel joints in compression.  This 

literature review also explains the major time-dependent effects which occur in prestressed 

concrete structures, and presents several models which have been developed and used to predict 

these long-term effects.  Chapter 3 summarizes the methods used to develop the models 

containing steel and prestressed concrete girders in one, two and three spans, and then explains 

the process of conducting parametric studies to investigate the initial amount of post-tensioning 

needed for each different bridge system.  Chapter 4 describes the results of the parametric studies 

and provides an analysis of these results for each different type of bridge system.  In Chapter 5, 

the research is summarized and conclusions are drawn.  The recommended levels of initial 

longitudinal post-tensioning for each type of bridge system investigated in this research are also 

provided. 
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CHAPTER 2: LITERATURE REVIEW  

 

2.1 Precast Concrete Bridge Deck Panel Systems 

2.1.1 History 

 The first attempts at implementing precast concrete slabs for use in bridge decks were 

made by New York, Alabama, and Indiana in the early 1970’s.  These first precast panels were 

more frequently applied in the construction of new bridge decks rather than in deck rehabilitation 

projects, and non-composite deck-girder systems were more common than composite systems.  

In 1982, a PCI Bridge Committee survey concluded that precast, prestressed concrete bridge 

deck panels were being used regularly in 21 states and were starting to be integrated in another 

seven states.  Later, in 1986, a PCI Bridge Producers Committee survey led to the development 

of design specifications for precast panel systems and the subsequent publication of suggested 

practice for implementing such systems (Issa, 1995b). 

 

2.1.2 Implementation 

 In order to gain a better understanding of the ways in which precast bridge deck panels 

were being implemented, Issa et al. (1995b) conducted a survey of the methods being used by 

different transportation agencies throughout the United States and Canada.  The researchers 

requested information regarding construction methods, structural component dimensions and 

details, material specifications, connection types, and performance ratings of the various 

elements of precast bridge deck panels systems.  After compiling this information, it was clear 

that each department of transportation had used unique techniques to design and construct its 

own precast panel bridge decks, and the paper describes some of these applications in selected 

states.  Examination of these different procedures allowed the researchers to identify the most 

important parts of a precast bridge deck system and conclude the essential functions of these 

parts in such a system.  The critical parts of a well functioning precast deck panel system include 

an efficient construction sequence, an appropriate grouting material, transverse prestressing, 

longitudinal post-tensioning, and particular types of panel-to-panel joints and panel-to-girder 

shear connectors (Issa, 1995b).   
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2.1.3 Field Performance 

 In addition to gathering details on the vital components of a precast deck panel system, 

Issa et al. also wished to use the information collected throughout their surveys to “evaluate the 

stability, durability, and performance of the proposed bridge deck system exposed to harsh 

conditions” (1995b).  As a result, the survey responses pertaining to the difficulties encountered 

with the panel-to-panel joints and the possible reasons associated with these issues were of 

particular interest.  Of the small number of transportation agencies that did respond to this part of 

the survey, the most common reasons for problems with the precast panel joints were 

construction procedures, material quality, and maintenance.  These conclusions directly lead to 

the first goal for future research presented at the end of the paper, which involves finding “the 

best jointing system between the panels that can provide high flexural and shear resistance, full 

bond, and complete tightness” (Issa, 1995b).  The initial level of post-tensioning across the 

precast concrete panels is a key factor in maintaining the desired compression across the panel 

joints. 

 As a follow-up to the aforementioned studies, Issa et al. performed field inspections of 

bridges in several different states to assess the structural performance of full-depth precast, 

prestressed concrete deck panels in service (1995a).  The results of these visual field surveys 

supported the findings of the previous study, further clarifying the best methods for 

implementing precast panels in future bridge deck construction or replacement, along with 

highlighting the advantages and disadvantages of different precast panel systems.  The primary 

conclusion drawn from this follow-up study was that precast concrete panels can provide a cost-

effective and efficient replacement for deteriorated bridge decks.  In most situations, the 

researchers rated the performance of the precast panels as excellent.  Alternatively, the cases 

where inadequate performance was observed were attributed to several possible factors, 

including the absence of longitudinal post-tensioning, the horizontal shear connection type, the 

panel-to-panel joint configuration, and the construction methods and materials used.   

 Of the above possible contributors to poor precast deck panel performance, the most 

important variable in relation to this research is the level of longitudinal post-tensioning in the 

deck.  One way to avoid malfunction in a bridge deck made up of precast concrete panels is to 

ensure that the transverse joints between adjacent panels remain in compression to prevent 

problems such as leaking, cracking, spalling, and subsequent rusting on the beams below.  In the 
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field inspection performed by Issa et al. (1995a), some of the same bridges which showed 

evidence of these problems occurring at the transverse joints also lacked longitudinal post-

tensioning in their precast decks.  The New York State Thruway Authority bridges at Krumkill 

Road and the Amsterdam Interchange, for example, both exhibited major cracking, spalling, 

leaking, and rusting at the transverse joints; these conditions were all mainly credited to the lack 

of any longitudinal post-tensioning to keep the precast panel joints tight.  The Route 235 Bridge 

over Dogue Creek in Fairfax, Virginia also showed evidence of leakage, cracking, rusting, and 

efflorescence at the precast panel joints in a deck with no longitudinal post-tensioning.  

Similarly, the 18 Alaska DOT bridges over the Dalton Highway displayed cracking at nearly all 

of the transverse joints, with particularly severe cracking and some material loss over the 

supports.  As in the aforementioned bridge examples, these faulty conditions were primarily 

attributed to an absence of longitudinal post-tensioning to tighten the transverse joints and keep 

the deck in compression.  As a result, one of the researchers’ major recommendations was to 

longitudinally post-tension precast concrete bridge deck panels “to secure the tightness of the 

joints, to keep the joint in compression, and to guard against leakage” (Issa, 1995a).   

 

2.1.4 Finite Element Modeling 

 Following their literature review, questionnaire surveys, and field investigations on 

precast concrete panels used in bridge deck construction and rehabilitation (1995), Issa et al. 

presented a third study in 1998 regarding the finite element modeling and analysis of such a 

system.  While several different bridges were modeled, two of these models were selected to be 

presented in detail in the third paper.  These two bridges were the Route 229 Bridge over Big 

Indian Run in Culpeper, Virginia and the Welland River Bridge near Niagara Falls in Canada: a 

simply supported bridge and a three-span continuous structure, respectively.  Both bridges 

consisted of precast concrete decks supported by rolled steel beams, and were modeled and 

analyzed using the finite element software ALGOR. 

 The primary objective of this third study by Issa et al. was to use the results obtained 

from the finite element analyses to establish the stresses in the systems under service loads, and 

to recommend the corresponding levels of post-tensioning necessary to maintain compression in 

the transverse joints (1998).  Since the entire deck should remain in compression, the key areas 

of concern were the transverse joints with the highest tension stresses.  For the Culpeper Bridge 
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model, separate analyses considering the individual effects of live load due to maximum moment 

and shear as well as several post-tensioning levels were all superimposed to investigate the 

resulting bridge deck stresses.  As expected in a simple span case, the highest levels of tension 

occurred at the bottom of the transverse joints.  While the largest tension stresses were found to 

be around 100 psi, Issa et al. suggested a minimum initial deck post-tensioning level of 200 psi 

to keep the transverse joints in compression and also account for the time-dependent effects of 

creep and shrinkage in the concrete (1998).   

 The Welland River Bridge model, on the other hand, exemplified more complicated 

behavior due to the negative moment regions induced over the interior supports of the three-span 

continuous structure.  Therefore, in this model, tension values were high both at the bottom of 

the midspan joints and at the top of the joints over the interior supports.  After modeling this 

structure and plotting the stresses at the top and bottom of the bridge deck along its length, it was 

confirmed that the most critical tensile stresses were situated at the interior supports on the top 

surface of the bridge deck.  Following several additional analyses, Issa et al. recommended a 

minimum initial deck post-tensioning level of 450 psi to ensure compression in the deck at the 

critical interior support locations of such continuous bridge structures (1998).  

 

2.1.5 Experimental Testing 

 In 2000, Issa, et al. performed an additional study, this time to investigate the behavior of 

full-depth precast concrete panels used in bridge decks experimentally.  As in previous studies, 

one of their main goals was to examine the amount of longitudinal post-tensioning needed to 

keep the transverse panel joints in compression and maintain continuity in the deck.  To 

accomplish this, they tested three different two-span continuous bridge models with precast 

concrete deck panels supported by steel girders, all scaled down by a factor of ¼ from the design 

of a four-span continuous bridge prototype.  The first bridge model contained a bridge deck with 

no longitudinal post-tensioning, whereas the second and third models incorporated initial post-

tensioning levels of 208 and 380 psi, respectively, into their deck systems.   

 Results of the experimental testing confirmed the need for longitudinal post-tensioning in 

an efficiently functioning precast deck panel system.  The first loading for the bridge with the 

non-post-tensioned deck was a static test, which caused the first crack to form in the transverse 

joint near the interior support of the two-span continuous structure at a load of 11 kips.  The 



 10 

authors credited this early cracking to the absence of longitudinal post-tensioning to keep the 

transverse deck panel joints in compression.  Later loading initiated a crack in the transverse 

joint at the other end of the same panel near the interior support.  This second crack led to 

complete splitting in the transverse joints at both ends of the panel, which then became separated 

from the rest of the panels and caused failure of the deck.  It was also determined that the steel 

stringers had been over designed, so smaller sections were used in the last two bridge models to 

reduce the structure’s overall stiffness by a factor of 0.4. 

 The second bridge model, which contained 208 psi of post-tensioning in the deck, 

showed no cracking following an initial static loading identical to that applied to the nonpost-

tensioned model discussed above.  Issa et al. again credited this result to the longitudinal post-

tensioning added to the deck.  The additional fact that the steel stringer size had been decreased 

between the first and second tests made the absence of cracking after initial loading in the second 

test even more significant.  The researchers claimed these results as proof that the added 

longitudinal post-tensioning “significantly enhances the structural behavior of the bridge deck 

model as well as reduces the tensile stresses in the transverse joints, hence rendering them in 

compression” (Issa et al., 2000).  When the first crack in the second test did form, its 

corresponding load was about three times greater than the load for first cracking in the first 

model.  In addition, this crack formed right over the interior support, not at a transverse joint.  

The absence of cracking in the transverse joints upon additional loading further confirms the 

value of the longitudinal post-tensioning in the bridge deck. 

 The only difference between the second and third bridge models was that the third model 

contained a higher level of post-tensioning, 380 psi, in the deck.  Due to this larger amount of 

post-tensioning, initial cracking occurred in the third model at a load of 5 kips higher than that 

for the second.  During further testing of the third bridge model, the most important event 

observed was that the post-tensioning helped to close the crack resulting from the addition of a 

substantial amount of loading.  The most important overall conclusion from the experimental 

research was that “the longitudinal post-tensioning was effective in delaying crack initiation” 

(Issa et al., 2000).   
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2.2 Time-Dependent Effects in Concrete 

 The behavior of a concrete structure over an extended period of time depends on two 

main criteria.  These two factors include the loads which are applied to the structure, and the 

long-term effects of creep and shrinkage in the concrete and relaxation in the prestressing steel.  

While the applied service loads will be unique for every different structure, the time-dependent 

effects of creep, shrinkage, and steel relaxation can be defined and accounted for in the same 

way for all concrete structures. 

 

2.2.1 Creep 

 Creep is defined as deformation of concrete under constant load over a long period of 

time.  The basic principles of creep can be described using Figure 2.1.   

 

Figure 2.1: Elastic and creep strains due to loading and unloading (after MacGregor, 2005) 

 

When the first load is applied, an initial elastic strain, εi, immediately develops in the concrete.  

Additional creep strains, εc, develop over time as long as the load remains on the structure.  As 

indicated by the slope of the graph between times to and t in Figure 2.1, the rate of creep is 

highest upon initial loading, and then decreases with time after that.  Removal of the load at time 

t results in the recovery of some of the elastic and creep strains, but the remaining amount of 

residual strain results in permanent deformation and deflection of the structure.  Other 
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consequences of creep may include loss of prestressing force and redistribution of stresses within 

a given cross section (MacGregor, 2005).   

 In order to analyze the effects of creep on the behavior of structures, a term called the 

creep coefficient is defined as the ratio of the creep strain after some duration of load (from time 

to to time t in Figure 2.1) to the initial elastic strain: 

 ( , ) c
o

i

t t
εφ ε=  (2.1) 

The value of the creep coefficient depends on several quantities, including the compressive 

strength of the concrete and its age at loading, the dimensions of the component, and the relative 

humidity and temperature of the environment in which the component is located.  Numerous 

methods for calculating the creep coefficient exist (MacGregor, 2005), and the two different 

procedures applied in this research are presented here. 

 

2.2.1.1 AASHTO LRFD Creep Model 

 The method applied for calculating the creep coefficients in all of the parametric studies 

performed in this research was that presented by the 2006 Interim AASHTO LRFD Bridge 

Design Specifications, where the creep coefficient is computed as: 
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where: 

vsk  = factor for the effect of the volume-to-surface ratio of the component 

hck  = humidity factor for creep 

fk  = factor for the effect of concrete strength 

tdk  = time development factor 



 13 

V/S = volume-to-surface ratio 

H = relative humidity (%) 

'
cif  = specified compressive strength of concrete at time of prestressing for pretensioned 

members 

t = maturity of concrete (days), defined as age of concrete between time of loading and time 

being considered for analysis of creep effects 

ti = age of concrete when load is initially applied (days) 

 

2.2.1.2 CEB-FIP Creep Model 

 The method implemented in selected Mathcad models to allow direct comparison with 

finite element results from DIANA was that presented by the CEB-FIP Model Code 1990 

equations, where the creep coefficient is calculated from 
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where: 

oφ  = notional creep coefficient 

βc = coefficient to describe the development of creep with time after loading 



 14 

t = age of concrete (days) 

fcm = mean compressive strength of concrete at age 28 days (MPa), obtained by adding 8 MPa to 

the compressive strength of the concrete 

fcmo = 10 MPa 

RH = relative humidity of the ambient environment (%) 

RHo = 100% 

h = notational size of member (mm) 

Ac = cross-section of member (mm^2) 

u = perimeter of the member in contact with the atmosphere (mm) 

ho = 100 mm 

t1 = 1 day 

t0 = age of concrete at loading (days), adjusted according to 

 0 0, 1.2
0, 1,

9
1 0.5

2 ( / )T
T T

t t days
t t

α = + ≥ +  
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where: 

α = 0 for normal or rapid hardening cements (as assumed in this research) 

t1,T = 1 day 

t0,T = the age of concrete at loading (days) adjusted according to 
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where: 

tT = the temperature adjusted concrete age which replaces t in the corresponding equations 

∆ti = number of days where a temperature T prevails 

T(∆ti) = temperature (°C) during the time period ∆ti 

T0 = 1°C 

 

Equation F.10 was not used in the implementation of the CEB-FIP Model equations in this 

research.  The quantity t0,T was simply taken as the age of concrete at loading (in days) and then 

adjusted by equation F.9 to obtain t0. 
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2.2.2 Shrinkage 

 Shrinkage is defined as a decrease in the volume of concrete due to loss of water.  The 

basic principles of shrinkage can be described using Figure 2.2.   

 

Figure 2.2: Shrinkage of an unloaded specimen (after MacGregor, 2005) 

 

As illustrated in Figure 2.2, this shrinkage begins as soon as the concrete begins to cure, and 

occurs most rapidly at this initial time.  Like creep, the rate of shrinkage decreases over time, and 

the shrinkage strain approaches some maximum value as time approaches infinity.   

 The main type of shrinkage is referred to most simply as shrinkage, or more descriptively 

as drying shrinkage.  Since moisture must diffuse out of the concrete for this type of shrinkage to 

take place, the magnitude of shrinkage strains is largely dependent on the relative humidity of the 

concrete element’s environment, with larger shrinkage strains occurring in less humid 

environments.  Other factors which affect shrinkage strains include the concrete’s composition 

and the ratio of volume to surface area of the concrete member. 

 Similar to creep, there are numerous methods for calculating shrinkage strains in 

concrete, and the two different procedures applied in this research are presented here. 

 

2.2.2.1 AASHTO LRFD Shrinkage Model 

 The method applied for calculating the shrinkage strains in all of the parametric studies 

performed in this research was that presented by the 2006 Interim AASHTO LRFD Bridge 

Design Specifications, where the strain due to shrinkage at time t is computed as 
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 3*0.48 10sh vs hs f tdk k k kε −= − ×  (2.17) 

in which: 

 2.00 0.014hsk H= −  (2.18) 

where: 

hsk  = humidity factor for shrinkage 

t = maturity of concrete (days), defined as age of concrete between end of curing for shrinkage 

calculations and time being considered for analysis of shrinkage effects 

and all other factors and variables are as defined in the previous section for creep, 2.2.1. 

 

2.2.2.2 CEB-FIP Shrinkage Model 

 Again, the method implemented in selected Mathcad models to allow direct comparison 

with finite element results from DIANA was that presented by the CEB-FIP Model Code 1990 

equations, where the shrinkage strain is calculated from 
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in which: 
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where: 

εcso = notional shrinkage coefficient 

βs = coefficient to describe the development of shrinkage with time 

t = age of concrete (days) 

ts = age of concrete (days) at the beginning of shrinkage 
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fcm = mean compressive strength of concrete at age 28 days (MPa), obtained by adding 8 MPa to 

the compressive strength of the concrete 

fcmo = 10 MPa 

βsc = coefficient which depends on the type of cement: βsc = 5 for normal or rapid hardening 

cements (as assumed in this research) 

RH = relative humidity of the ambient environment (%) 

RHo = 100% 

h is defined in equation F.6 

ho = 100 mm 

t1 = 1 day 

 

2.2.3 Steel Relaxation 

 Unlike the time-dependent effects of creep and shrinkage which are inherent in the 

behavior of concrete as a material, relaxation occurs in the steel strands used for prestressing 

operations, and therefore only becomes a concern in pretensioned or post-tensioned concrete 

members.  Because this research focuses on post-tensioning of precast concrete bridge deck 

panels, the long-term effects of steel relaxation are certainly an applicable concern.   

 Relaxation can be described as “the loss of stress in a stressed material held at constant 

length” (Nilson, 1987).  Although changes in applied loads along with concrete creep and 

shrinkage produce variations in strand length in prestressed concrete elements, tendon length is 

assumed to remain constant for the purposes of calculating loss of force due to steel relaxation.  

Like creep and shrinkage, relaxation of prestressing steel may continue for a very long time, and 

must therefore be considered in design as a notable contributor to long-term loss of prestress 

force.   

 Factors which affect the amount of relaxation that will occur include the magnitude and 

duration of the initial force, as well as the grade and type of steel strands being used.  The two 

main types of prestressing tendons are low-relaxation and stress-relieved strand.  The method 

used for calculating steel relaxation values in this research was that given by the 2006 Interim 

AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design Specifications, where the relaxation over a certain time interval 

is given by: 
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where: 

ptf  = stress in prestressing strands immediately after transfer (ksi) 

'
LK  = factor accounting for type of steel, equal to 45 for low relaxation steel and 10 for stress 

relieved steel 

pyf  = yield strength of prestressing steel (ksi) 

t = time being considered for analysis of relaxation effects (days) 

ti = age of prestressing steel at beginning of the time being considered for analysis of relaxation 

effects (days) 

pSRf∆  = prestress loss due to shrinkage of concrete over a given time interval (ksi) 

pCRf∆  = prestress loss due to creep of concrete over a given time interval (ksi) 

idK  = factor that accounts for the restraint of the concrete member caused by bonded 

reinforcement 

The AASHTO LRFD Commentary notes that in equation 2.26 above, “the term in the first 

square brackets is the intrinsic relaxation without accounting for strand shortening due to creep 

and shrinkage of concrete,” while “the second term in square brackets accounts for relaxation 

reduction due to creep and shrinkage of concrete” (AASHTO, 2006).  Therefore, only the term in 

the first square brackets in equation 2.26 was used to calculate steel relaxation losses in this 

research, since creep and shrinkage were accounted for separately using the models presented in 

the previous sections. 

 

2.3 Time-Dependent Analysis Methods for Concrete Structures 

 The theories regarding creep and shrinkage in concrete are reasonably straightforward 

and understandable.  The behavior of concrete becomes much more complex, however, once it is 

placed in a structural system in which the effects of creep and shrinkage are combined with other 

materials and loads.  Stresses and deformations induced by creep and shrinkage of concrete and 

other applied loads are also affected by the presence of reinforcing or prestressing steel within 

the concrete and/or the pairing of concrete elements with steel sections in composite 
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construction.  The effects of creep and shrinkage over time produce constant force redistributions 

in each element of a cross section, and must be considered in the design and analysis of concrete 

structures. 

 Several procedures for describing and modeling these time-dependent effects in concrete 

have been formulated and discussed.  The fundamentals of some of these models along with the 

reasons for the one chosen for use in this research are described in the following. 

 

2.3.1 Effective Modulus (EM) Method 

 The Effective Modulus method, proposed by McMillan (1916) and Faber (1927), is 

suggested by Dilger (2005) to be “the oldest and simplest method to analyze time dependent 

effects in concrete structures.”  This method involves a reduction of the modulus of elasticity to 

account for creep in concrete.  To obtain the effective modulus, the elastic modulus E(to) is 

reduced by a factor which incorporates the creep coefficient ( , )ot tφ defined in equation 2.1: 

 
( )

1 ( , )
o

ef
o

E t
E

t tφ=
+

 (2.27) 

The effective modulus given in equation 2.27 may be employed in any elastic analysis.  

However, this implies that the strain due to creep at age t is governed by the magnitude of the 

stress at that time, and the stress history is disregarded.  Therefore, there are only two 

circumstances under which the EM method produces reliable results.  These two situations occur 

when there are no major variations in the concrete stress throughout the time interval being 

examined, and when the concrete is old enough that the effects of aging are negligible.  The EM 

method underestimates strains when the stress in the concrete is decreasing, and it overestimates 

strains when the stress is increasing (Dilger, 2005). 

 

2.3.2 Rate of Creep (RC) Method 

 A second method for predicting time-dependent effects in concrete was inspired by the 

results of experiments performed by Glanville (1930) on early-age concrete.  Glanville 

concluded that the rate at which concrete creeps is unrelated to the concrete’s age when it is 

loaded; in other words, this means that “all creep curves are parallel” (Dilger, 2005).  While 

creep curves for fairly young concrete may be approximately parallel, this assumption is 

definitely inaccurate for older concrete.  Therefore, overestimations are produced for both 
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deformations due to creep during increasing stress and relaxation of stress during constant strain.  

The following two methods include efforts made to remedy the faults of the RC method. 

 

2.3.3 Rate of Flow (RF) Method 

 Proposed by England and Illston (1965), the rate of flow method was the first attempted 

improvement on the RC method.  They suggested that the creep compliance be defined as the 

sum of “(1) elastic strain, (2) delayed elastic strain (which is recoverable), and (3) (irrecoverable) 

flow” (Dilger, 2005).  Their experiments showed that the recoverable elastic strain component 

was not influenced by the age of concrete at loading and approached a final value more quickly 

than the irrecoverable flow component.  Although this method was considerably better than the 

RC method, the delayed elastic strain and the irrecoverable flow still had to be individual 

components in the formulation of the creep function. 

 

2.3.4 Improved Dischinger (ID) Method 

 Further attempts to enhance the RC and RF methods resulted in the improved Dischinger 

method, which was a mixture of the RC and RF methods and was suggested by Nielsen in 1970.  

Nielsen’s approach was to include the delayed elastic strain as part of the elastic deformation, 

and then take the irrecoverable flow component to be identical to the total creep from the RC 

method.  Nielsen’s method was later modified by Rusch, Jungwirth and Hilsdorf (1973) and 

presented in the 1978 CEB-FIP Model Code. 

 

2.3.5 Age-Adjusted Effective Modulus (AAEM) Method 

 The age-adjusted effective modulus method is simply an improved version of the 

effective modulus method described above.  The AAEM method enhances the EM method by 

including a quantity called the aging coefficient, χ, which was first presented by Trost in 1967, 

and further refined by Bazant (1972).  The age-adjusted effective modulus is given by Dilger 

(1982) as: 
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where: 

( )c oE t  = modulus of elasticity of concrete loaded at age to 

( , )ot tφ  = creep coefficient at time t for concrete loaded at age to 

χ  = aging coefficient 

 

 Recall that the EM method was unable to account for two frequently occurring instances: 

large variations in the concrete stress as well as aging of the concrete throughout the time 

interval being examined.  Bazant presents the theoretical formulation of the AAEM method, and 

then defends its superiority over the EM method with several examples.  He includes 

computations of the aging coefficient for creep functions both with and without provision for a 

fluctuating elastic modulus.  The aging coefficients which result from the two different creep 

models are very different, illustrating the significance of considering a time-varying elastic 

modulus, which was neglected in prior work.  In addition, Bazant points out that the inclusion of 

the aging coefficient in the effective modulus equation is needed to adjust the quantity for aging 

of the material, whereas the previous effective modulus could only provide accurate results for 

an unchanging material. 

 Dilger implements the principles of the age-adjusted effective modulus method in the 

calculation of what he refers to as “creep-transformed” section properties in his paper on the 

topic (1982).  Dilger introduces and explains these properties in an attempt to simplify the 

analysis of concrete members either (1) with one or more combined layers of prestressed and 

non-prestressed reinforcement, or (2) as part of a larger composite cross section.  He relates a 

creep-transformed section analysis to an examination of elastic stresses in a member made up of 

two different materials, where the temperature of one material (concrete) changes, while the 

other material (reinforcement) maintains the same temperature.  The final stresses generated in 

each of the two different materials may then be determined by applying the forces created by the 

free temperature strain in one component to the transformed cross section which accounts for the 

two different materials in the original cross section.  Relating this concept to the method Dilger 

presents, the free temperature strain is analogous to the strains produced by free shrinkage and 

creep, while the time-dependent effects of creep in concrete are handled by the creep-

transformed section properties.  Dilger’s creep-transformed section properties are only applicable 

to uncracked concrete cross sections (Dilger, 1982). 
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 Because of its use of the aging coefficient, the age-adjusted effective modulus method is 

ideal for calculating gradual changes in concrete stress due to the long-term effects described 

previously.  The aging coefficient describes the effect which concrete aging has on the final 

value of creep associated with gradual changes in stress following the initial application of load 

at age to.  Similarly, the magnitude of the aging coefficient is influenced by three factors: the 

concrete’s age when it is first loaded, the length of time it is loaded, and the value of the creep 

coefficient.  The argument (t, to) is typically omitted from the notation of the aging coefficient 

since it is identical to the argument of the creep coefficient to which it is related (Dilger, 1982). 

 The concept of the aging coefficient may be better understood by investigating its 

physical meaning using two different approaches.  First, consider a stress of ultimate magnitude 

σo which is (1) gradually applied to a structure beginning at time to, and (2) applied in full, 

immediately at age to.  In this case, the creep resulting from the gradually applied stress is 

smaller than that due to the instantly applied stress by a factor equal to the aging coefficient χ.  
The alternative explanation is that the creep produced by the stress σo applied over time is 

equivalent to the creep resulting from the immediate application of the reduced stress χσo at time 

to (Dilger, 2005).   

 The magnitude of the aging coefficient ranges from 0.5 to 1.0.  The minimum value of 

0.5 is associated with concrete loaded very early in its life and subjected to a long duration of 

creep.  The maximum value of 1.0, on the other hand, distinguishes a material which is aged at 

loading and exposed to only a short time interval of creep.  When there is no aging and χ is 1.0, 

the age-adjusted effective modulus from equation 2.28 simplifies to the effective modulus given 

in equation 2.27.  When Trost first presented the aging coefficient (1967), he gave it a value of 

0.75, the average of the two bounds (Dilger, 2005).   

 After elaborating on the age-adjusted effective modulus concept first introduced by Trost 

and Bazant, Dilger explains how this method may be applied to the time-dependent analysis of 

non-composite and composite concrete members (1982).  For both types of members, Dilger 

presents equations which satisfy equilibrium, compatibility, and constitutive requirements for 

modeling and calculating the long-term changes occurring in a concrete cross section.  He 

applies these equations in examples, noting the need for additional consideration of two 

important elements in a composite cross-section: the inclusion of the concrete deck in the creep-

transformed section, and the force and moment resulting from the unequal free strains which 
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develop between the deck and the girder.  The equations used for time-dependent analysis in this 

research are based on the same principles as those presented by Dilger (1982). 

 

2.4 Summary of Need for Research 

 This chapter has described the progress made regarding the development, application, 

and behavior of precast concrete panels used for rehabilitation or new construction of bridge 

decks.  Since the long-term effects of creep and shrinkage in concrete and relaxation of 

prestressing steel significantly impact the behavior of precast concrete panels, these phenomena 

have also been explained.  Further details concerning the various methods available for 

predicting the behavior of concrete as a result of these time-dependent effects are included.   

 When describing the need for the research presented in this thesis, it is first important to 

note the reasons for which longitudinal post-tensioning in precast concrete bridge deck panels 

should be required.  From their survey of various transportation agencies, Issa et al. determined 

that the quality of the panel-to-panel joint performance was a key element pertaining to the 

success of a fully precast bridge deck (1995).  In their follow-up field inspections of bridges 

containing precast concrete decks, Issa et al. described the performance of the precast panels in 

many cases as excellent (1995).  The problems observed in the cases of inferior performance, 

however, were partially attributed to the absence of longitudinal post-tensioning in the precast 

deck.  As illustrated by the example bridges mentioned above, some of the same bridges which 

experienced leaking, cracking, spalling, and subsequent rusting on the beams at the transverse 

panel joints also lacked longitudinal post-tensioning in their precast decks.  These examples 

prove that the precast panels should be longitudinally post-tensioned in order to tighten the 

transverse joints and keep the deck in compression, thereby eliminating potential problems with 

the panel joints. 

 After justifying the need for post-tensioning of precast concrete bridge deck panels, it is 

necessary to determine the corresponding amount of compressive force which should be applied 

to the panels.  Further studies conducted by Issa, et al. included finite element modeling (1998) 

and experimental testing (2000) of different bridge systems with decks made out of full-depth 

precast concrete panels.  While the finite element studies produced recommended initial levels of 

post-tensioning for both simple and continuous span bridges, each of these two recommendations 

was based on only one bridge configuration.  The two configurations analyzed were a simple 
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span bridge and a three-span continuous bridge, both with precast deck panels supported by 

rolled steel girders.  Furthermore, while the later experimental studies again indicated the need 

for longitudinal post-tensioning in a precast bridge deck, these experiments included only two-

span continuous bridge models of precast concrete panels on steel girders with three different 

levels of longitudinal post-tensioning.   

 While Issa et al. has provided some recommendations regarding levels of longitudinal 

post-tensioning for precast bridge decks, these suggestions have been limited to systems with (1) 

only steel girders and (2) only the specific configurations of span length, girder size, girder 

spacing, and so on used in each finite element model or experimental mockup.  Due to the time-

dependent effects in concrete discussed earlier, a precast concrete bridge deck supported by 

prestressed concrete girders is likely to behave very differently than a precast deck supported by 

steel girders.  Clearly, there is a need for simple, straightforward design recommendations which 

provide appropriate levels of post-tensioning for a variety of bridge systems, including those 

with steel and prestressed concrete girders at different spacings, as well as single or multiple 

continuous spans of assorted lengths.  By simplifying the design of a fully precast concrete 

bridge deck, the recommendations presented in this thesis should motivate the use of more 

precast construction, thereby alleviating more of today’s transportation problems. 

 

 

 

 



 25 

CHAPTER 3: METHODS, MODELING, AND TESTING 

 

3.1 Introduction 

 To investigate trends in the amount of longitudinal post-tensioning needed to keep the 

joints between precast concrete bridge deck panels in compression, numerous models of different 

bridge systems were developed using the software Mathcad.  Each model bridge cross-section 

consisted of either steel or prestressed concrete girders, a 1 in. haunch, and a deck made out of 

full-depth precast concrete panels.  The level of post-tensioning applied to the precast concrete 

bridge deck in each model was varied until the transverse panel joints were observed to be in 

compression at the assumed end of each bridge’s service life.  This chapter describes the 

procedures used to develop the models in Mathcad, the determination of the girder types and 

other bridge details used for the parametric studies, and the implementation of the models in the 

parametric studies themselves.   

 

3.2 Material Properties 

3.2.1 Steel and Prestressed Concrete Girders 

 The bridge models containing steel girders included either rolled shapes or plate girders, 

each with a modulus of elasticity of 29,000 ksi.  The cross-sections with prestressed concrete 

girders included either Virginia PCBT girders or AASHTO standard girders, each with a 

minimum 28 day compressive strength of 7000 psi and an aging coefficient of 0.7.  The value of 

0.7 was selected as a typical aging coefficient based on past applications of the quantity and its 

range of values from 0.5 to 1 established by Trost (Dilger, 2005).  The prestressing strands were 

all ½ in. diameter, Grade 270 low relaxation strands, with a cross-sectional area of 0.153 in2 and 

a modulus of elasticity of 28,500 ksi.   

 

3.2.2 Precast Concrete Panels and Haunch 

 The precast concrete panels making up the bridge deck in each model had a minimum 28 

day compressive strength of 5000 psi.  The steel girder bridges had 8.5 in. thick precast decks, 

while the prestressed concrete girder bridges had 8 in. thick precast decks.  Each bridge model 

also contained a 1 in. thick haunch separating the top of each girder from the bottom of the 

precast deck.  The minimum 28 day compressive strength of the haunch was assumed to be equal 
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to that of the precast deck.  As for the prestressed concrete girders, the deck and the haunch were 

both assigned an aging coefficient of 0.7.  Like the strands used in the prestressed concrete 

girders, the deck post-tensioning strands were all ½ in. diameter, Grade 270 low relaxation 

strands, with a cross-sectional area of 0.153 in2 and a modulus of elasticity of 28,500 ksi.   

 

3.3 Model Development 

 The primary steps in the development of the Mathcad models included denoting the time 

intervals to be analyzed for each type of bridge, and determining the equations to calculate the 

redistribution of stresses due to long-term creep, shrinkage, and steel relaxation corresponding to 

each of these time intervals.  For the multiple span bridges, it was also necessary to consider the 

effects of continuity and live loads, particularly at the interior supports.  The procedures used to 

develop each type of bridge model are discussed in this section. 

 

3.3.1 Construction Time Intervals 

 The time-dependent analyses performed in each Mathcad model were separated into the 

major time intervals existing throughout the construction and service life of a bridge with a deck 

composed of precast concrete panels.  For the bridges with precast concrete deck panels 

supported by steel girders, the two time intervals containing stress redistributions were denoted 

as:  

1. D/SG 1 – Time of post-tensioning the deck to the start of composite action between the 

deck and girders 

2. D/SG 2 – Start of composite action between deck and girders to the end of the bridge’s 

service life, which was estimated as 10,000 days. 

While these two phases also applied to the bridges with precast concrete deck panels supported 

by prestressed concrete girders, an additional phase was necessary to account for the time-

dependent effects occurring in the prestressed concrete girder.  The three time intervals for the 

precast deck panel/prestressed concrete girder system were denoted as: 

1. D/CG 1 – Time of transfer of prestress to the concrete girder to the start of composite 

action between the girders and deck 

2. D/CG 2 – Time of post-tensioning the deck to the start of composite action between the 

deck and girders 
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3. D/CG 3 – Start of composite action between deck and girders to the end of the bridge’s 

service life, which was estimated as 10,000 days. 

Table 3.1 indicates the construction time intervals on which the time-dependent analyses 

performed in the various bridge models were based.  The times in days indicated for the two steel 

girder bridge phases are relative to the time at which the precast concrete panels for that system 

were cast.  For the prestressed concrete girder bridges, it was assumed that the concrete girders 

and deck panels were both cast at the same time, so the three concrete girder bridge intervals are 

relative to this particular time of girder and panel casting.  Composite action was assumed to 

occur instantaneously at 60 days in both the steel and prestressed concrete girder bridges. 

 

Table 3.1: Construction Time Intervals for Bridge Models 

Time Interval Start Time End Time 
  (days) (days) 

D/SG 1 55 60 
D/SG 2 60 10000 
D/CG 1 1 60 
D/CG 2 55 60 
D/CG 3 60 10000 

 

 

3.3.2 Equations for Time-Dependent Analysis 

 Once the appropriate time intervals were established, it was necessary to write systems of 

equations to model the behavior and solve for the changes occurring in a given bridge in each of 

the time intervals listed above.  Whereas long-term prestress losses only had to be considered in 

the decks of the bridges with steel girders, the bridges containing prestressed concrete girders 

presented a more complicated situation, with time-dependent effects occurring in both the 

concrete girders and the concrete deck.  Maintaining a consistent sign convention throughout the 

development of these equations was essential.  Tensile stresses and lengthening strains were 

defined as positive, while compressive stresses and shortening strains were considered negative.  

In addition, compression or shortening at the top of a member indicated positive moment and 

positive curvature.  The systems of equations used to solve for the changes occurring in each 

bridge system over time are presented in this section.  Since many of the variables used in each 
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type of model appear multiple times in different equations, all quantities are defined in Appendix 

A. 

 

3.3.2.1 Bridges with Steel Girders 

 The first time interval for the steel girder bridges, D/SG 1, includes the changes in forces 

and strains occurring from the time that the deck is post-tensioned to the start of composite 

action between the concrete deck and the steel girders.  During this time, creep, shrinkage, and 

steel relaxation simultaneously cause the force in the post-tensioning to become less tensile, and 

the corresponding force in the deck concrete to become less compressive.  In addition, 

compressive shrinkage strains occur in the deck concrete, which results in shortening of the post-

tensioning steel as well.  These changes are modeled by the following four equations: 

Equilibrium 

 0d ptdN N∆ + ∆ =  (3.1) 

Compatibility 

 d ptdε ε∆ = ∆  (3.2) 

Constitutive 

 (1 )do d
d d d d shd

d d d d

N N

A E A E
ε φ µ φ ε∆∆ = + + +  (3.3) 

 ptd pR ptd
ptd

ptd ptd

N f A

A E
ε

∆ − ∆
∆ =  (3.4) 

where all variables are defined in Appendix A. 

 Equation 3.1 defines the equilibrium requirement that the change in the compressive axial 

force in the deck concrete must be equal and opposite of the corresponding change in the tensile 

axial force in the post-tensioning strands.  Equation 3.2 establishes compatibility between the 

changes in strain in the deck concrete and the post-tensioning steel.  Equations 3.3 and 3.4 

identify the constituents of the changes in strain in the deck concrete and the post-tensioning 

tendons.  The three terms in equation 3.3 represent the creep associated with the initial strain in 

the deck, the elastic strain and creep strain components of the change in strain in the deck during 

D/SG 1, and the shrinkage strain in the deck concrete during D/SG 1.  The two quantities in the 

numerator of equation 3.4 represent the change in axial force which contributes to the change in 

strain in the deck post-tensioning strands, and the change in force due to relaxation of the post-
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tensioning steel which is subtracted out since it has no corresponding change in strain.  The 

quantities dφ , shdε , and pRf∆  in equations 3.3 and 3.4 represent the deck creep coefficient, deck 

shrinkage strain, and post-tensioning strand relaxation corresponding to the D/SG 1 time interval 

only.  Figure 3.1 illustrates the initial axial compressive force and the changes occurring in the 

D/SG 1 phase defined by equations 3.1-3.4.  While all of the varying quantities are represented 

as positive in the figure, the appropriate sign conventions were accounted for in the 

corresponding equations. 

 

Figure 3.1: Initial Force and Changes Occurring in the D/SG 1 Phase 

 

 The second time interval for the steel girder bridges, D/SG 2, includes the changes in 

forces, moments, strains, and curvature from the start of composite action between deck and 

girders to the end of the bridge’s service life, which was estimated as 10,000 days.  In the 

composite cross-sections of the steel girder bridges, the concrete deck and haunch undergo creep 

and shrinkage while the steel girder resists these forces.  The corresponding changes in forces, 

moments, strains and curvature for the D/SG 2 time interval in the steel girder bridges are 

modeled by the following equations: 

Equilibrium 

 0d h g ptdN N N N∆ + ∆ + ∆ + ∆ =  (3.5) 

 * * 0d h g h gM M M N a N b∆ + ∆ + ∆ + ∆ + ∆ =  (3.6) 

Compatibility 

 d ptdε ε∆ = ∆  (3.7) 

 *d h aε ε χ∆ = ∆ − ∆  (3.8) 

 *d g bε ε χ∆ = ∆ − ∆  (3.9) 

Constitutive 

 (1 )doc d
d d d d shd

d d d d

N N

A E A E
ε φ µ φ ε∆∆ = + + +  (3.10) 
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 g
g

g g

N

A E
ε

∆
∆ =  (3.11) 
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h h h shh

h h

N

A E
ε µ φ ε∆∆ = + +  (3.12) 

 ptd pR ptd
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ptd ptd

N f A

A E
ε

∆ − ∆
∆ =  (3.13) 
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d d

d d

M

I E
χ µ φ∆∆ = +  (3.14) 

 (1 )h
h h

h h

M

I E
χ µ φ∆∆ = +  (3.15) 

 g

g g

M

I E
χ

∆
∆ =  (3.16) 

where all variables are defined in Appendix A. 

 

 Equations 3.5 and 3.6 define the equilibrium requirements for the changes in forces and 

moments in the composite system.  Equation 3.7 was discussed previously, and equations 3.8 and 

3.9 establish additional strain compatibility relationships present based on the assumption that 

plane sections remain plane throughout the composite cross section.  The terms in equations 

3.10, 3.12, and 3.13 are similar to those discussed for the D/SG 1 time interval, and the quantity 

Ndoc in equation 3.10 is the force in the deck at the beginning of the composite phase.  Equation 

3.11 represents the change in strain in the steel girder which undergoes no creep or shrinkage.  

Equations 3.14 and 3.15 each describe the change in curvature based on the elastic and creep-

producing changes in moment in the concrete deck and haunch, respectively.  Equation 3.16 also 

represents the change in curvature, but in terms of the elastic change in moment in the steel 

girder.  The quantities dφ , hφ , shdε , shhε , and pRf∆  in the above equations represent the creep 

coefficients, shrinkage strains, and steel strand relaxation corresponding to the D/SG 2 time 

interval only.  Figure 3.2 illustrates the initial force present and the changes occurring throughout 

the D/SG 2 phase defined by equations 3.5-3.16.  While all of the varying quantities are 

represented as positive in the figure, the appropriate sign conventions were accounted for in the 

corresponding equations. 
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Figure 3.2: Initial Force and Changes Occurring in the D/SG 2 Phase 

 

3.3.2.2 Bridges with Prestressed Concrete Girders 

 The first phase listed above for the prestressed concrete girder bridges, D/CG 1, includes 

the changes in forces, moments, strains, and curvature occurring from the time that prestress is 

transferred to the girder to the time that the girder becomes composite with the deck.  Since steel 

girders alone are not affected by long-term prestress losses, this phase was not needed in the 

analysis of the steel girder bridges.  The changes occurring in the prestressed concrete girder 

from transfer of prestress to composite action with the deck are modeled by the following 

equations: 

Equilibrium 

 0g psgN N∆ + ∆ =  (3.17) 

 * 0g psg gM N e∆ + ∆ =  (3.18) 

Compatibility 

 *g psg geε ε χ∆ = ∆ − ∆  (3.19) 

Constitutive 

 (1 )go g
g g g g shg

gn g gn g

N N

A E A E
ε φ µ φ ε∆

∆ = + + +  (3.20) 

 (1 )go g
g g g

g gn g gn

M M

E I E I
χ φ µ φ∆

∆ = + +  (3.21) 

 psg pR psg
psg

psg psg

N f A

A E
ε

∆ − ∆
∆ =  (3.22) 
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where all variables are defined in Appendix A. 

 While the format and purpose of equations 3.17 through 3.22 are similar to that explained 

for the steel girder time intervals above, these equations now account for the prestressing force 

and time-dependent effects occurring in the concrete girder.  The quantities Ngo and Mgo indicate 

the initial force and moment due to the prestress in the girder, and the variables gφ , shgε , and 

pRf∆  represent the girder creep coefficient, girder shrinkage strain, and prestressing strand 

relaxation corresponding to the D/CG 1 time interval only.  Figure 3.3 illustrates the initial force 

and moment as well as the changes occurring in the D/CG 1 phase defined by equations 3.17-

3.22.  While all of the varying quantities are represented as positive in the figure, the appropriate 

sign conventions were accounted for in the corresponding equations. 

 

Figure 3.3: Initial Effects and Changes Occurring in the D/CG 1 Phase 

 

 The second phase listed above for the prestressed concrete girder bridges, D/CG 2, is 

identical to the first time interval for the steel girder bridges (D/SG 1).  This is true because only 

the concrete deck panels are affected by the changes occurring during this time interval, which 

spans from the time of deck post-tensioning to the beginning of composite action between the 

deck and girders.  Therefore, the same equations (3.1 to 3.4) presented for calculating changes 

during the D/SG 1 phase apply for calculating changes during the D/CG 2 phase, and Figure 3.1 

again illustrates these quantities.   

 The third time interval for the prestressed concrete girder bridge models, D/CG 3, is 

similar to the second time interval for the steel girder bridges (D/SG 2).  For both types of 

girders, this phase begins with the start of composite action between the deck and girders and 

concludes at the end of the bridge’s service life.  In the composite cross-sections of the 

prestressed concrete girder bridges, however, the concrete deck, haunch, and girder each 
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experience the effects of creep and shrinkage at different rates, making the time-dependent 

redistribution of forces and moments much more complex than in the steel girder bridges.  The 

changes in forces, moments, strains and curvature for the D/CG 3 time interval in the prestressed 

concrete girder bridges are modeled by the following equations: 

Equilibrium 

 0d h g psg ptdN N N N N∆ + ∆ + ∆ + ∆ + ∆ =  (3.23) 

 * * * 0d h g h g psgM M M N a N b N c∆ + ∆ + ∆ + ∆ + ∆ + ∆ =  (3.24) 

Compatibility 

 d ptdε ε∆ = ∆  (3.25) 

 *d h aε ε χ∆ = ∆ − ∆  (3.26) 

 *d g bε ε χ∆ = ∆ − ∆  (3.27) 

 *d psg cε ε χ∆ = ∆ − ∆  (3.28) 

Constitutive 
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∆ =  (3.32) 

 psg pR psg
psg

psg psg

N f A

A E
ε

∆ − ∆
∆ =  (3.33) 

 (1 )d
d d

d d

M

I E
χ µ φ∆∆ = +  (3.34) 

 (1 )h
h h

h h

M

I E
χ µ φ∆∆ = +  (3.35) 

 (1 )goc g
g g g

g g g g

M M

I E I E
χ φ µ φ∆

∆ = + +  (3.36) 
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where all variables are defined in Appendix A. 

 Equations 3.23 through 3.36 represent the same kind of changes that were discussed for 

the composite steel girder bridge phase (D/SG 2), except now the equations are further 

complicated by the prestressing and time-dependent effects in the concrete girder as well as the 

deck.  The quantities Ndoc and Ngoc are the initial forces in the deck and girder at the beginning of 

the composite phase, while Mgoc is the initial moment in the girder at the beginning of the 

composite phase.  The creep coefficients, shrinkage strains, and steel strand relaxation quantities 

correspond to the D/CG 3 time interval only.  Figure 3.4 illustrates the initial forces and moment 

as well as the changes occurring in the D/CG 3 phase defined by equations 3.23-3.36.  While all 

of the varying quantities are represented as positive in the figure, the appropriate sign 

conventions were accounted for in the corresponding equations. 

 

Figure 3.4: Initial Effects and Changes Occurring in the D/CG 3 Phase 

 

3.3.3 Simple Span Models 

 This section summarizes the step-by-step approach taken to formulate each of the simple 

span bridge models in Mathcad.  All variables used in the Mathcad models are presented in 

Appendix A.  Examples of a simple span steel girder model and a simple span prestressed 

concrete girder model are given in Appendix B.  It is important to note that any section 

properties or stresses calculated in the following procedures are located at midspan.  In the 

simple span prestressed concrete girder models, midspan was the critical location for potential 

tensile stresses in the deck if upward camber of the girder dominated the curvature of the span.  
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In the simple span steel girder models, midspan was then also used as the location for calculating 

the stresses throughout the deck, which are constant along a span under uniform curvature.   

 

3.3.3.1 Bridges with Steel Girders 

 The basic steps to formulate the simple span steel girder bridge models included: 

1. Define and/or calculate all material properties, section properties, and time intervals. 

2. Program Mathcad routines to calculate creep coefficients and shrinkage values based on 

the AASHTO 2006 Interim equations provided in Chapter 2. 

3. Perform calculations for phase D/SG 1, deck post-tensioning to composite action: 

a. Compute the average stress in the post-tensioning tendons immediately after 

jacking, considering instantaneous losses due to anchor seating.   

b. Apply equation 2.9 to find the relaxation in the tendons over the time interval. 

c. Apply the creep and shrinkage routines programmed in step 2 to calculate the 

creep coefficient and shrinkage strain in the concrete deck during the time 

interval. 

d. Insert equations 3.1-3.4 into matrices and use matrix algebra to solve for the 

unknown changes in forces and strains. 

4. Perform calculations for phase D/SG 2, composite action to end of bridge service life: 

a. Apply the creep and shrinkage routines programmed in step 2 to calculate the 

creep coefficient and shrinkage strain in the concrete deck during the time 

interval. 

b. Update the initial axial force Ndo in the deck to account for the change in force in 

the deck from D/SG 1, and use the new quantity Ndoc for the calculations in the 

interval D/SG 2. 

c. Apply equation 2.9 to find the relaxation in the post-tensioning strands over the 

time interval. 

d. Insert equations 3.5-3.16 into matrices and use matrix algebra to solve for the 

unknown changes in forces, moments, strains, and curvature. 

e. Calculate and plot the final stresses throughout the composite cross section. 
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3.3.3.2 Bridges with Prestressed Concrete Girders 

 The basic steps to formulate the simple span prestressed concrete girder bridge models 

were very similar to those used for the steel girder bridge models, except for the addition of the 

D/CG 1 time interval to account for the concrete in the girder.  The approach for formulating 

these models is described in the following: 

1. Define and/or calculate all material properties, section properties, and time intervals.  

Include the net section properties and the transformed section properties for the 

prestressed concrete girder alone. 

2. Include the programmed Mathcad routines to calculate creep coefficients and shrinkage 

values based on the AASHTO 2006 Interim equations provided in Chapter 2. 

3. Perform calculations for phase D/CG 1, transfer of girder prestress to the start of 

composite action between the girders and deck: 

a. Calculate the jacking force in the prestressing strand, and subtract the elastic 

shortening losses to obtain the initial force in the net concrete cross-section. 

b. Calculate the initial moment at midspan, considering the girder self weight and 

the initial prestressing force. 

c. Apply equation 2.9 to find the relaxation in the prestressing strands over the time 

interval. 

d. Apply the Mathcad routines to calculate the creep coefficient and shrinkage strain 

in the concrete girder during the time interval. 

e. Insert equations 3.17-3.22 into matrices and use matrix algebra to solve for the 

unknown changes in forces, moments, strains, and curvature. 

4. Perform calculations for phase D/CG 2, post-tensioning of the deck to the start of 

composite action between the deck and prestressed concrete girders: 

a. These computations are identical to those described for phase D/SG 1. 

5. Perform calculations for phase D/CG 3, start of composite action to the end of the 

bridge’s service life: 

a. These computations are similar to those described for phase D/SG 2, except that 

the time-dependent equations for the concrete girder composite section (3.23-

3.36) are implemented. 
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3.3.4 Continuous Span Models 

 All of the two and three span continuous bridge models begin with the simple span 

procedures described above.  Once this process is used to find the stresses in the concrete deck in 

a simple span case, each Mathcad model continues with additional calculations to account for the 

time-dependent effects in either two or three continuous spans.  Although somewhat 

conservative, the continuous spans were created by duplicating the previously designed simple 

spans and assuming continuity at the interior supports to maintain simplicity in the models.  It is 

also important to note that the most critical location in the continuous models was assumed to be 

at the interior support(s), where the highest values of tension in the concrete should occur at the 

top of the deck due to negative bending caused by live loads and stress redistributions.   

 The first new step introduced in the two and three-span continuous bridge models 

involved using the force method to calculate the stresses induced by the time-dependent effects 

and continuity at the interior support(s).  This procedure was very similar for the two and three-

span continuous models, and is illustrated in Figures 3.5 and 3.6, respectively.  The force method 

equations are also presented along with the figures.  Refer to Appendix A for variable 

definitions. 

 

Figure 3.5: Force Method Approach for Two-Span Continuous Bridges 
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In Figure 3.5(b), the midspan deflection is 

 
2

1
1 8

Lχ∆ =  (3.37) 

where the curvature χ is calculated from the age-adjusted effective modulus method. 

 

The deflection restored by the force P1 is 

 
1

3
1 1

48P
gaatr atr

PL

E I
∆ =  (3.38) 

where 

Egaatr = age-adjusted transformed modulus of elasticity of the girder, ksi 

Iatr = age-adjusted transformed moment of inertia of the composite cross section, in4 

 

Since ∆1 must equal ∆P1, setting equations 3.37 and 3.38 equal and solving for P1 results in 

 1
1

6 gaatr atrE I
P

L

χ
=  (3.39) 

 

After solving for P1, the maximum negative moment at the interior support was calculated using 

the equation in Figure 3.5(d), and the corresponding stress in the deck concrete was determined 

by 

 max( )t atr
dga

atr

M depth c
n

I
σ

−
=  (3.40) 
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Figure 3.6: Force Method Approach for Three-Span Continuous Bridges 

 

In Figure 3.6(b), the midspan deflection is 
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Lχ∆ =  (3.41) 

 

The deflection restored by the force P2 is 
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28P
gaatr atr

P L

E I
∆ =  (3.42) 

where 

Egaatr = age-adjusted transformed modulus of elasticity of the girder, ksi 

Iatr = age-adjusted transformed moment of inertia of the composite cross section, in4 

 

Since ∆2 must equal ∆P2, setting equations 3.41 and 3.42 equal and solving for P2 results in 
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=  (3.43) 
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After solving for P2, the maximum negative moment at the interior support was calculated using 

the equation in Figure 3.6(d), and the corresponding stress in the deck concrete was determined 

by equation 3.40. 

 After finding the critical deck stress due to time-dependent effects, the next new 

requirement for a continuous system was to account for the component of stress in the deck due 

to live loads.  The live loads on each bridge created negative moments and subsequent tensile 

stresses at the interior support(s).  These negative moments were found using QConBridge, a 

software package created by the Washington State Department of Transportation (Brice, 2005).  

The QConBridge software allows the user to input the bridge specifications, from which it 

calculates the shear and moment envelopes for the loading combination(s) selected by the user.  

The available live load categories were Design Tandem + Lane, Design Truck + Lane, Dual 

Truck Train + Lane, Dual Tandem Train + Lane, and Fatigue Truck.  The Live Load Envelope 

option determined the worst case of each of these combinations, so that envelope was plotted for 

each bridge to find the maximum negative moment at the interior support(s).  Since QConBridge 

included impact but not distribution factors in its analyses, the live load distribution factor for 

moment in an interior girder had to be calculated for each bridge model.  The equations for 

computing these distribution factors are provided in Appendix C. 

 

3.3.4.1 Bridges with Steel Girders 

 After the simple span analysis, the additional steps necessary to analyze two or three 

continuous spans with steel girders follow.  Refer to Appendix C for an example continuous steel 

girder bridge model in Mathcad. 

1. Calculate the regular and age-adjusted transformed section properties for the composite 

section including the haunch. 

2. Calculate the stresses induced by continuity at the interior support(s) using the 

appropriate force method described above. 

3. Use QConBridge to determine the negative moment at the interior support(s) due to live 

loads on the bridge, and calculate the corresponding tensile stress.   

4. Multiply the stress due to live loads by the appropriate distribution factor calculated from 

the equations in Appendix C.  The stress due to live loads was also multiplied by a factor 

of 0.8, which is for the Service III “load combination relating only to tension in 
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prestressed concrete superstructures with the objective of crack control” (AASHTO, 

2004).  Although the original intention of this factor was for controlling cracking in the 

tensile region at the bottom of prestressed concrete girders in positive bending, for this 

research it was similarly assumed to apply to tension at the top of the concrete in a 

negative moment region of a bridge deck.   

5. Find the final stress in the deck by summing three quantities: the stress at the top of the 

deck after the simple span analysis, the stress generated at the interior support(s) due to 

continuity and time-dependent effects, and the factored stress due to live loads.   

 

3.3.4.2 Bridges with Prestressed Concrete Girders 

 The procedure for analysis of the continuous spans with prestressed concrete girders was 

significantly more complicated than that for the steel girders.  Unlike the uniform change in 

curvature assumed to exist along the full length of a composite span with steel beams, a span 

with composite concrete girders does not exhibit a constant change in curvature along its length 

because of the varying centroid of prestress in the girders and the time-dependent effects 

involved in the system.  In this case, the time-dependent behavior is complicated by the typically 

unequal ages of the girder and deck concretes as well as the effects of continuity.  Therefore, a 

sectional analysis was performed for these models, and the change in curvature during the 

composite time interval (D/CG 3) was calculated at several locations along each span.  These 

locations included the ends (Section A), the ¼ and ¾ points (Section B) and midspan (Section C) 

in each span.  The change in curvature at each location during the interval D/CG 3 was then used 

to calculate the component of stress at the continuous supports due to continuity using the force 

method described above. 

 With reference to the simple span analysis described above, the additional steps 

necessary to evaluate two or three continuous spans with prestressed concrete girders include the 

following.  Refer to Appendix C for additional details regarding the calculations indicated, as 

well as two examples of continuous prestressed concrete girder bridge models in Mathcad. 

1. Design the harped strand layout for each girder using allowable stress limits.  This task 

was not necessary in the concrete girder simple span models because midspan was the 

only location considered.  For the continuous span models, however, section properties at 

the supports had to be calculated and used to find the corresponding stresses.   
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2. At each section considered along the beam, calculate the centroid and eccentricity of the 

prestressing strands in the girder alone, along with the net section and transformed 

section properties for the prestressed concrete girder. 

3. Perform calculations for the D/CG 1 time interval as in the simple span models, except 

repeat these calculations at each section (A, B, and C) to be analyzed along the span.   

4. Perform calculations for the D/CG 2 phase as in the simple span models.   

5. Perform calculations for the D/CG 3 time interval as in the simple span models, again 

repeating these calculations at each location to be analyzed along the span.   

6. Plot the change in curvature from phase D/CG 3 at each location along the span.   

7. Using the change in curvature vs. length graph, apply the moment-area method to 

compute the resulting deflection at the interior support(s), assuming removal of the 

support(s).   

8. Calculate the regular and age-adjusted transformed section properties for the composite 

section including the haunch at the cross-section located at the end of each span.   

9. Use the force method described above to restore the previously computed deflection and 

find the corresponding stress at the top of the deck at the same support location.  Use the 

age-adjusted transformed section properties in this step since the stress is produced by a 

slowly developing force. 

10. Determine the negative moment and the corresponding tensile stress at the interior 

support(s) due to live loads on the bridge.  QConBridge was implemented again for 

assistance with this task. 

11. As in the continuous steel girder bridges, multiply the live load stress by the appropriate 

distribution factor and the 0.8 Service III load factor. 

12. Compute the final stress in the bridge deck.   

 

3.4 Parametric Studies 

 After developing each type of bridge model in Mathcad, these models were employed to 

investigate the response of different bridge layouts to various amounts of post-tensioning in their 

precast concrete decks.  The primary goal was to look for trends in the behavior of similar 

bridges so that simple design recommendations regarding levels of post-tensioning for bridge 

decks could be made.  Several design aids were accessed to establish the characteristics of the 
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bridges used in these parametric studies.  Once the bridge layouts were determined, executing the 

parametric studies was fairly straightforward. 

 

3.4.1 Selection of Steel Girders 

 Span lengths of 60 ft, 90 ft, and 120 ft with girder spacings of 6 ft and 9 ft were selected 

for evaluation in the steel girder bridge parametric studies.  To easily determine appropriate 

girder sizes corresponding to these dimensions, suggestions from the Structural Steel Designer’s 

Handbook (Brockenbrough, 2006) were incorporated.  The girder depth to be used in each span 

length was determined by the Handbook’s recommendation that the depth of the steel girder 

alone should be at least 1/30 of the span for composite highway girders (2006).  This guideline 

determined the use of W24 and W36 rolled sections for the 60 and 90 ft spans, respectively, as 

well as the use of 48 in. deep plate girders for the 120 ft spans, since W48 rolled sections are not 

available.  An Excel worksheet created by the author for the design of simple span steel girder 

bridges was then used to perform the additional checks necessary to determine the specific 

dimensions of each girder.  The following checks typical of any steel girder bridge design were 

completed: 

• Strength limit states, including nominal flexural resistance, compact section, ductility, 

flange and web proportions, shear of unstiffened webs, web local yielding, and web 

crippling 

• Fatigue and fracture 

• Service limit states 

• Constructability, including yielding, lateral-torsional buckling, flange local buckling, and 

web bend-buckling 

Tables 3.2 and 3.3 provide the details of the different steel girders used in the simple and 

continuous span parametric studies. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 44 

Table 3.2: Steel Girders used in Parametric Studies 

Girder 
Spacing 

Span 
Length 

Steel Girder 
Depth 

W or Plate Girder 
Section 

(ft) (ft) (in)  
6 60 24 W24x103 
6 90 36 W36x160 
6 120 48 PL 1, d=48 
9 60 24 W24x146 
9 90 36 W36x232 
9 120 48 PL 2, d=50 

 

Table 3.3: Plate Girder Dimensions 

Plate 
Girder 

Total 
Depth tf bf tw dw 

  (in) (in) (in) (in) (in) 
PL 1 48 1.125 14 0.75 45.75 
PL 2 50 1.375 16 0.875 47.25 

 

 

3.4.2 Selection of Prestressed Concrete Girders 

 Due to the larger availability of PCBT and AASHTO girder design aids and the 

additional complexity inherent in the time-dependent analysis of bridges with prestressed 

concrete girders, a greater number of cross sections with concrete girders were analyzed in the 

parametric studies.  Three different sizes of each type of concrete girder were selected, and a 

‘short’ and a ‘long’ span length for both 6 and 9 ft girder spacings were designed for each type of 

girder.  An attempt was made to maintain consistent span length to girder depth ratios for each 

set of similar span lengths and girder spacings for each girder type.   

 The bridges with PCBT, or Prestressed Concrete Bulb-T, girders were designed using the 

Virginia standard bulb-T details and preliminary design tables.  The PCBT-37, PCBT-61, and 

PCBT-85 girders (with respective depths of 37, 61, and 85 in.) were chosen, and the required 

number of prestressing strands for each combination of span length and girder spacing was 

determined using the preliminary design tables.  The bridges with AASHTO girders were 

designed using the AASHTO I-Beam details and design charts provided in the PCI Bridge 

Design Manual (2005).  The AASHTO Type II, Type IV, and Type VI girders with respective 

depths of 36, 54, and 72 in. were selected, and the required number of prestressing strands for 

each combination of span length and girder spacing was determined using the preliminary design 
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charts.  Table 3.4 shows the details of the different prestressed concrete girders used in the 

simple and continuous span parametric studies. 

 

Table 3.4: Prestressed Concrete Girders used in Parametric Studies 

Girder Type 
Girder 
Spacing 

Span 
Length L/d 

No. of ½ in. Dia. 
Strands 

  (ft) (ft)     
40 13.0 14 

6 
75 24.3 28 
40 13.0 14 

PCBT-37 
9 

- - - 
65 12.8 16 

6 
125 24.6 50 
50 9.8 18 

PCBT-61 
9 

85 16.7 28 
85 12.0 20 

6 
150 21.2 50 
70 9.9 22 

PCBT-85 
9 

125 17.6 44 
45 15.0 8 

6 
70 23.3 28 
35 11.7 8 

AASHTO Type II  
(d = 36 in.) 

9 
55 18.3 24 
75 16.7 16 

6 
120 26.7 54 
65 14.4 18 

AASHTO Type IV 
(d = 54 in.) 

9 
100 22.2 50 
100 16.7 22 

6 
160 26.7 76 
100 16.7 30 

AASHTO Type VI 
(d = 72 in.) 

9 
140 23.3 76 

 

 

3.4.3 Method for Conducting Parametric Studies 

 After all of the models were created and the steel and prestressed concrete girder bridges 

were designed, the amount of initial compression in the deck of each bridge model was varied by 

changing the number of post-tensioning strands.  This process was started at an initial 

compression stress of about 100 or 200 psi in the deck, and as the stress was increased by 

increments of either 100 or 200 psi, the resulting stress in the deck panel joints at the end of each 

time-dependent analysis was recorded.  The number of post-tensioning strands in the deck was 
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increased until the results showed that the deck panel joints remained in compression at the end 

of the bridge service life.   
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CHAPTER 4: RESULTS AND ANALYSIS 

 

4.1 Overview 

 Parametric studies were performed to investigate the amount of post-tensioning required 

in precast concrete bridge decks to keep the panel joints in compression throughout the service 

life of a bridge.  These studies included bridges with many different configurations.  Once the 

results were obtained, they were examined for relationships between the required level of 

compression in the deck and the three main variables of girder type, girder spacing, and 

individual span length.  The results of the parametric studies and the trends recognized in these 

findings are discussed in this chapter.  Before any of these parametric studies were performed, 

however, the results of selected Mathcad models were verified with finite element model results. 

 

4.2 Comparison with Finite Element Modeling Results 

 In order to verify the modeling procedures used in this research, results from selected 

Mathcad models were compared with results from finite element models created using the 

software DIANA.  While the Mathcad models divided the analysis of each bridge into only the 

two or three major time intervals throughout its construction and life, the finite element models 

incorporated a much more rigorous time-step approach for considering the time-dependent 

effects in concrete and the corresponding redistributions of forces and moments in the bridge 

cross sections.  To properly compare results from the two types of models, the AASHTO LRFD 

creep and shrinkage equations incorporated in the Mathcad models and parametric studies were 

changed to the CEB-FIP Model Code 1990 equations which were used to account for creep and 

shrinkage in the DIANA software.  The CEB-FIP Model Code 1990 equations were presented in 

Chapter 2.   

 The first comparison between the two types of models was performed for the 125 ft long 

simple span bridge with PCBT-61 girders spaced at 6 ft.  The precast deck panels were initially 

post-tensioned to 309 psi, and the self weight of the panels was neglected in the calculations for 

the composite phase in each model.  The differences in results between the two models are given 

in Table 4.1. 
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Table 4.1: Comparison between Mathcad and DIANA Finite Element Models 

Time Interval Quantity Mathcad Results DIANA Results % Difference 

∆Ng =  159.18 k 152.62 k 4.30% 

∆Nps =  -159.18 k -152.62 k 4.30% 
∆κ =  7.2 µε/in 6.59 µε/in 9.26% 

∆εg =  -0.000552  -0.000549   0.55% 

Phase 1: Day 1 - Day 55 

∆εps =  -0.00073  -0.0007   4.29% 
              

∆Nd =  1.36 k 1.31 k 3.82% 

∆Npt =  -1.36 k -1.31 k 3.82% 

∆εd =  -0.0000521  -0.00005   4.20% 
Phase 2: Day 55 - Day 60 

∆εpt =  -0.0000521  -0.00005   4.20% 
              

∆Nd =  2.52 k 2.75 k 8.36% 

∆Npt =  -12.96 k -11.54 k 12.31% 

∆Nh =  -21.32 k -22.6 k 5.66% 

∆Nps =  -168.86 k -165.7 k 1.91% 

∆εd =  -0.00049549  -0.000441   12.36% 

∆εpt =  -0.00049549  -0.000441   12.36% 

∆εh =  -0.00051721  -0.000471   9.81% 

∆εg =  -0.00066635  -0.00065   2.52% 

∆εps =  -0.0007745  -0.00076   1.91% 

Phase 3: Day 60 - Day 10000 

∆κ =  4.57 µε/in 5.295 µε/in 13.69% 
              

σd_top =  -0.266 ksi -0.254 ksi 4.72% 

σd_bot =  -0.340 ksi -0.351 ksi 3.13% 

σh_top =  -0.451 ksi -0.479 ksi 5.85% 

σh_bot =  -0.457 ksi -0.482 ksi 5.19% 

σg_top =  -0.696 ksi -0.752 ksi 7.45% 

Total Stresses at Day 10000 

σg_bot =  -1.81 ksi -1.77 ksi 2.26% 
 

The differences in results between the two models shown in Table 4.1 are all less than 15%, so 

the results produced from the parametric studies conducted using the Mathcad models were 

considered valid.   

 The second comparison between the Mathcad and finite element models was drawn using 

the bridge model with two continuous 60 ft spans of W24x103 rolled steel girders spaced at 6 ft.  

Table 4.2 shows the results obtained from performing both Mathcad and DIANA analyses to 

determine the final stress at the top of the deck over the interior support in this two span 

continuous steel girder bridge model.  The stresses reported in Table 4.2 are only due to the 
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initial post-tensioning, member self weight, creep, and shrinkage; relaxation losses and live loads 

were neglected in both models to obtain these results.  Figure 4.1 graphically illustrates the 

results given in Table 4.2. 

 

Table 4.2: Final Stresses at Top of Deck over Int. Supp. for Two Span Cont. W24x103 Girders 

No. of Strands in Deck Initial Comp. in Deck Mathcad Result DIANA Result 
  (psi) (psi) (psi) 
6 -300 302 328 
12 -600 153 33.9 
16 -799 54 -196 
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Figure 4.1: Comparison of Final Stresses at Top of Deck over Interior Support 

 

Figure 4.1 confirms that the results obtained from Mathcad and DIANA exhibit similar trends.  

The Mathcad results become more conservative with increasing amounts of initial compression 

by predicting larger overall losses of compression in the precast concrete bridge deck.   
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4.3 Simple Span Models 

4.3.1 Bridges with Steel Girders 

 The first set of parametric studies was performed for simple span bridges with steel 

girders and a precast concrete deck.  The precast concrete decks in each of the six different steel 

girder bridges were post-tensioned to stresses ranging from 100 to 400 psi in increments of 

approximately 100 psi.  The results are given in Table 4.3.  Because the initial compression in 

the deck was altered by changing the number of post-tensioning strands, the initial compressive 

stresses vary slightly from 100 to 103 psi in the first set of parametric studies, 200 to 206 psi in 

the second set, and so on.  This explanation applies to the slight variation in initial deck 

compressive stress for each set of parametric studies in all of the tables that follow.  In addition, 

Figure 4.2 illustrates typical distributions of stress and strain obtained throughout the steel girder 

bridge cross sections at the end of service.  The values shown in Figure 4.2 correspond with the 

results for the simple span W24x103 model initially post-tensioned to -200 psi in Table 4.3, 

which is also provided as an example Mathcad model in Appendix B. 
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Table 4.3: Parametric Studies for Simple Span Steel Girder Models 

Girder Girder Span No. of  Initial Comp. Final Stress in Deck 

Type Spacing Length Strands in Deck Top Middle Bottom 

  (ft) (ft) in Deck (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) 

W24x103 6 60 2 -100 -112 -47 19 

W36x160 6 90 2 -102 -63 -19 26 

PL 1, d=48 6 120 2 -103 -23 9 41 

W24x146 9 60 3 -100 -109 -45 19 

W36x232 9 90 3 -102 -62 -19 24 

PL 2, d=50 9 120 3 -103 -29 2 34 

                

W24x103 6 60 4 -200 -209 -136 -62 

W36x160 6 90 4 -204 -156 -106 -56 

PL 1, d=48 6 120 4 -206 -111 -75 -39 

W24x146 9 60 6 -200 -205 -133 -62 

W36x232 9 90 6 -204 -154 -105 -57 

PL 2, d=50 9 120 6 -206 -117 -82 -47 

                

W24x103 6 60 6 -300 -303 -222 -142 

W36x160 6 90 6 -306 -246 -191 -136 

PL 1, d=48 6 120 6 -309 -197 -158 -118 

W24x146 9 60 9 -300 -294 -216 -137 

W36x232 9 90 9 -306 -240 -187 -134 

PL 2, d=50 9 120 9 -309 -200 -162 -124 

                

W24x103 6 60 8 -400 -393 -305 -218 

W36x160 6 90 8 -408 -332 -273 -213 

PL 1, d=48 6 120 8 -412 -280 -237 -194 

W24x146 9 60 12 -400 -373 -289 -206 

W36x232 9 90 12 -408 -316 -260 -203 

PL 2, d=50 9 120 12 -412 -274 -234 -193 
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Figure 4.2: Typical Distributions of Stress and Strain for Steel Girder Bridge Models at End of 

Service Life 

 

For each bridge model and different amount of initial post-tensioning in the deck, Table 4.3 

shows the final stresses at the top, middle, and bottom of the concrete deck at midspan after 

accounting for the time-dependent effects in the concrete.  Although these calculations were 

performed at midspan, the changes in stress throughout the depth of the concrete deck are 

constant along the length of the simple span which experiences uniform changes in curvature.  

For the simple span steel girder bridges, it was expected that the worst location for potential 

tensile stresses in the concrete would be along the bottom of the deck throughout the span, since 

this is where the steel girder provides the greatest restraint of creep and shrinkage in the concrete 

deck.  These predictions were verified by the results, which showed that in each of the 24 

parametric studies, the compressive stresses were highest at the top of the bridge deck, and the 

stresses became less compressive or even somewhat tensile from the top of the deck to the 

bottom of the deck.   

 In order to maintain compression throughout the depth of the concrete deck at midspan, 

at least 200 psi of initial post-tensioning in the precast panels was required.  The initial 

compressive stress of 200 psi resulted in a minimum of 39-62 psi residual compression in the 

precast panel joints in each of the six models.  Larger amounts of initial post-tensioning were 

needed to obtain greater amounts of residual compression in the concrete deck.  Figure 4.3 

illustrates the relationship between the most tensile final stress (located at the bottom of the 
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concrete deck in each case) and the span length at each of the four levels of initial post-

tensioning. 

-250

-200

-150

-100

-50

0

50

100

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

Span Length (ft)

F
in

al
 S

tr
es

s 
at

 B
o

tt
o

m
 o

f 
D

ec
k 

(p
si

)

Avg init = 102
psi, 6' spc

Avg init = 102
psi, 9' spc

Avg init = 203
psi, 6' spc

Avg init = 203
psi, 9' spc

Avg init = 305
psi, 6' spc

Avg init = 305
psi, 9' spc

Avg init = 407
psi, 6' spc

Avg init = 407
psi, 9' spc

↑ Tension

↓ Compression

 

Figure 4.3: Final Deck Stress vs. Span Length for Simple Span Steel Girder Models 

 

 Figure 4.3 indicates a linear relationship between the span length and the critical deck 

stress at the end of service for the simple span steel girder bridges.  The final stresses were not 

significantly affected by the girder spacing (6 ft or 9 ft).  The figure also shows that at each 

different level of initial post-tensioning, the net loss of compression in the deck increases with 

span length.  These losses are better identified in Figure 4.4. 
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Figure 4.4: Net Loss of Compression at Middle of Deck for Simple Span Steel Girder Models 

 

 The behavior indicated in Figures 4.3 and 4.4 for the simple span steel girder bridges is 

logical.  While the steel girder sizes increase proportionally with span length, the size of the 

effective deck cross sections at 6 ft. and 9 ft. girder spacings stay the same.  Therefore, as the 

deck becomes less stiff relative to the girder with increasing girder sizes, the steel girder restrains 

the creep and shrinkage of the deck concrete more, causing it to experience greater losses of 

compression.  The deck to girder stiffness ratios are shown in Table 4.4. 

 

Table 4.4: Comparison of Deck and Girder Stiffnesses for Each Steel Girder Model 

Girder Spacing Span Ag Ad Eg*Ag Ed*Ad Larger (Ed*Ad)/(Eg*Ag) 
  (ft) (ft) (in2) (in2)     EA   

W24x103 6 60 30.30 612 878700 2466671 deck 2.81 
W36x160 6 90 47.00 612 1363000 2466671 deck 1.81 

PL 1, d=48 6 120 65.81 612 1908490 2466671 deck 1.29 
W24x146 9 60 43.00 918 1247000 3700007 deck 2.97 
W36x232 9 90 68.10 918 1974900 3700007 deck 1.87 

PL 2, d=50 9 120 85.34 918 2474860 3700007 deck 1.50 
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4.3.2 Bridges with Prestressed Concrete Girders 

 The second set of parametric studies was performed for simple span bridges with 

prestressed concrete girders and a precast concrete deck.  The precast decks in each of the 23 

different prestressed concrete girder bridges were post-tensioned to stresses ranging from 100-

330 psi in increments of approximately 100 psi.  The results for PCBT and AASHTO girders are 

given in Tables 4.5 and 4.6, respectively.  For each bridge model and different amount of initial 

post-tensioning in the deck, these tables show the final stresses at the top, middle, and bottom of 

the concrete deck at midspan after accounting for the time-dependent effects in the concrete.   
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Table 4.5: Parametric Studies for Simple Span PCBT Girder Models 

Girder Girder Span No. of Initial Comp. Final Stress in Deck 
Type Spacing Length Strands in Deck Top Middle Bottom 

  (ft) (ft) in Deck (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) 
PCBT-37 6 40 2 -102 -7 -27 -47 
PCBT-37 6 40 4 -205 -92 -108 -123 
PCBT-37 6 40 6 -307 -177 -188 -199 
PCBT-37 6 75 2 -108 -118 -137 -157 
PCBT-37 6 75 4 -215 -207 -222 -237 
PCBT-37 6 75 6 -323 -295 -305 -316 
PCBT-37 9 40 3 -102 -40 -55 -70 
PCBT-37 9 40 6 -205 -130 -140 -150 
PCBT-37 9 40 9 -307 -220 -224 -229 

                
PCBT-61 6 65 2 -107 -52 -58 -65 
PCBT-61 6 65 4 -213 -135 -139 -143 
PCBT-61 6 65 6 -320 -217 -218 -220 
PCBT-61 6 125 2 -110 -234 -246 -257 
PCBT-61 6 125 4 -219 -319 -327 -336 
PCBT-61 6 125 6 -329 -403 -409 -415 
PCBT-61 9 50 3 -105 -29 -42 -55 
PCBT-61 9 50 6 -209 -116 -126 -135 
PCBT-61 9 50 9 -314 -202 -209 -216 
PCBT-61 9 85 3 -108 -114 -123 -132 
PCBT-61 9 85 6 -216 -203 -209 -215 
PCBT-61 9 85 9 -325 -292 -294 -297 

                
PCBT-85 6 85 2 -108 -66 -71 -75 
PCBT-85 6 85 4 -216 -147 -149 -152 
PCBT-85 6 85 6 -325 -227 -228 -228 
PCBT-85 6 150 2 -110 -260 -262 -265 
PCBT-85 6 150 4 -220 -341 -342 -342 
PCBT-85 6 150 6 -330 -422 -421 -420 
PCBT-85 9 70 3 -107 -46 -54 -62 
PCBT-85 9 70 6 -214 -131 -137 -143 
PCBT-85 9 70 9 -322 -216 -220 -224 
PCBT-85 9 125 3 -110 -177 -183 -189 
PCBT-85 9 125 6 -219 -264 -268 -272 
PCBT-85 9 125 9 -329 -350 -352 -354 
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Table 4.6: Parametric Studies for Simple Span AASHTO Girder Models 

Girder Girder Span No. of Initial Comp. Final Stress in Deck 
Type Spacing Length Strands in Deck Top Middle Bottom 

  (ft) (ft) in Deck (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) 
Type II 6 45 2 -104 -110 -114 -118 
Type II 6 45 4 -207 -206 -205 -203 
Type II 6 45 6 -311 -302 -295 -288 
Type II 6 70 2 -107 -129 -177 -226 
Type II 6 70 4 -214 -229 -271 -314 
Type II 6 70 6 -322 -327 -364 -401 
Type II 9 35 3 -101 -88 -97 -106 
Type II 9 35 6 -202 -184 -187 -191 
Type II 9 35 9 -302 -280 -277 -275 
Type II 9 55 3 -106 -85 -133 -180 
Type II 9 55 6 -211 -186 -227 -269 
Type II 9 55 9 -317 -285 -321 -357 

                
Type IV 6 75 2 -108 -122 -115 -107 
Type IV 6 75 4 -215 -210 -200 -189 
Type IV 6 75 6 -323 -298 -284 -270 
Type IV 6 120 2 -109 -246 -253 -260 
Type IV 6 120 4 -219 -335 -339 -342 
Type IV 6 120 6 -328 -424 -424 -425 
Type IV 9 65 3 -107 -100 -98 -95 
Type IV 9 65 6 -213 -192 -186 -180 
Type IV 9 65 9 -320 -284 -275 -265 
Type IV 9 100 3 -109 -165 -178 -191 
Type IV 9 100 6 -218 -259 -268 -278 
Type IV 9 100 9 -327 -352 -358 -364 

                
Type VI 6 100 2 -109 -124 -119 -113 
Type VI 6 100 4 -218 -205 -197 -189 
Type VI 6 100 6 -327 -285 -275 -265 
Type VI 6 160 2 -110 -321 -322 -324 
Type VI 6 160 4 -220 -401 -401 -401 
Type VI 6 160 6 -330 -482 -479 -477 
Type VI 9 100 3 -109 -128 -126 -125 
Type VI 9 100 6 -218 -214 -210 -206 
Type VI 9 100 9 -327 -300 -293 -287 
Type VI 9 140 3 -110 -231 -240 -249 
Type VI 9 140 6 -220 -317 -324 -331 
Type VI 9 140 9 -329 -404 -408 -412 
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 Due to the greater complexity of a prestressed concrete girder composite cross section, 

predicting the time-dependent behavior of these simple span bridges was much less 

straightforward than for the steel girder bridges.  In the prestressed concrete girder models, the 

negative moment due to the upward camber of the girder counteracted the positive moments 

caused by the girder and deck self weights.  The behavior of each system was further 

complicated by the time-dependent losses occurring at different rates in the girder and deck 

concretes of different ages.  Therefore, the results of the prestressed concrete girder bridge 

parametric studies were much more dependent on the specific dimensions and characteristics of 

each model than in the steel girder bridges.   

 

4.3.2.1 PCBT Girder Bridge Analyses 

 In all of the 33 simple span PCBT girder parametric studies, the entire depth of the bridge 

deck remained in compression at the end of the bridge service life.  In each of these models 

except one, the compressive stresses in the bridge deck at the end of service were highest at the 

bottom of the deck, and became less compressive from the bottom to the top of the deck.  In 

order to maintain compression throughout the depth of the concrete deck at midspan, at least 100 

psi of initial post-tensioning in the precast panels was required.  The initial compressive stress of 

100 psi resulted in minimum residual compressive stresses ranging from 7 psi to 260 psi in the 

precast panel joints in the PCBT girder models.  Figure 4.5 illustrates the relationship between 

the final stress at the middle of the concrete deck and the span length at the three different levels 

of initial post-tensioning in the simple span PCBT girder models. 
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Figure 4.5: Final Deck Stress vs. Span Length for Simple Span PCBT Girder Models 

 

 Figure 4.5 shows a general trend of increasing residual compression in the concrete deck 

with increasing span length at each level of initial post-tensioning for both the 6 and 9 ft girder 

spacings.  This behavior is the opposite of the trend observed in the simple span steel girder 

models, which involved decreasing residual compression in the concrete deck with increasing 

span length at each level of initial post-tensioning.  While most of the concrete bridge decks in 

the simple span PCBT girder models experienced a net loss of compression from the time of 

post-tensioning to the end of service but still remained in compression, a few of the models with 

longer span lengths underwent an overall gain in compression during this time.  Whereas the 

steel girders do not creep and shrink, the initial compression present in the concrete girders 

probably plays a role in helping the concrete girder bridge decks to lose a smaller amount of 

compression, or even gain some compression, by the end of service life.  Figure 4.6 shows the 

net change in compressive stress at the middle of the deck for the simple span PCBT girder 

models. 
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Figure 4.6: Net Change in Compression at Middle of Deck for PCBT Girder Models 

 

4.3.2.2 AASHTO Girder Bridge Analyses 

 In the 36 simple span AASHTO girder parametric studies, the bridge decks again all 

remained in compression throughout their depths at the end of service life of each bridge model.  

In 20 of the parametric studies, the minimum residual compressive stress was located at the top 

of the concrete deck at midspan, while in the other 16 models the minimum residual compressive 

stress occurred at the bottom of the deck at midspan.   

 In order to maintain compression throughout the depth of the concrete deck at midspan, 

at least 100 psi of initial post-tensioning in the precast panels was required.  The initial 

compressive stress of 100 psi resulted in minimum residual compressive stresses ranging from 

85 psi to 321 psi in the precast deck panels in the PCBT girder models.  Figure 4.7 illustrates the 

relationship between the final stress at the middle of the concrete deck and the span length at the 

three different levels of initial post-tensioning in the simple span AASHTO girder models. 
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Figure 4.7: Final Deck Stress vs. Span Length for Simple Span AASHTO Girder Models 

 

 As observed for the PCBT girder models, Figure 4.7 illustrates a general trend of 

increasing residual compression in the concrete deck with increasing span length at each level of 

initial post-tensioning in the AASHTO girder models for both the 6 and 9 ft girder spacing.  This 

time, only a few of the concrete bridge decks experienced a net loss of compression from the 

time of post-tensioning to the end of service but still remained in compression, while a majority 

of the models underwent an overall gain in compression during this time.  Possible reasons for 

this behavior were addressed in the previous section.  Figure 4.8 shows the net change in 

compressive stress at the middle of the deck for the simple span AASHTO girder models. 
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Figure 4.8: Net Change in Compression at Middle of Deck for AASHTO Girder Models 

 

4.4 Continuous Span Models 

4.4.1 Bridges with Steel Girders 

 The two and three span continuous models with steel girders exemplified behavior 

similar to the simple span steel girder models, but included much additional tension in the 

concrete deck due to negative moments caused by live loads and the restraint of downward 

deflection at the piers.  Tables D.1 and D.2 in Appendix D show the results of the parametric 

studies for the two and three span continuous steel girder bridge models, respectively.  The tables 

give the final stresses at the top of the concrete deck both with and without the tension due to 

live loads for each level of initial post-tensioning applied.  All stresses given for the two and 

three span continuous bridges are located at the interior support(s), which was assumed to be the 

critical location because of the maximum negative moments created there by live loads and 

restraint moments.  The results provided in these tables are illustrated graphically in Figures 4.9, 

4.10, 4.11, and 4.12. 
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Figure 4.9: Final Stresses for Two-Span Continuous Steel Girder Bridges, Including Live Load 
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Figure 4.10: Final Stresses for Two-Span Continuous Steel Girder Bridges, Not Incl. Live Load 
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Figure 4.11: Final Stresses for Three-Span Continuous Steel Girder Bridges, Incl. Live Load 
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Figure 4.12: Final Stresses for Three-Span Continuous Steel Girder Bridges, Not Incl. Live Load 
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 Figures 4.9 through 4.12 show the much larger losses of compression generated in the 

concrete decks of the two and three span continuous steel girder bridges than the losses which 

occurred in the simple span steel girder models.  After comparing the respective two and three 

span graphs with and without the stress due to live loads, it is clear that the live loads contribute 

a significant portion of the tensile stress present in the concrete deck at the interior supports.   

 In order to further investigate the effect of live loads on the final stresses in the concrete 

deck, the live loads and corresponding deck stresses at a distance of 4 ft away from each interior 

support were calculated.  While previous calculations were performed under the worst case 

assumption that a panel joint would be located directly over an interior support, these 

calculations incorporated the best case assumption that a typical 8 ft wide deck panel would be 

centered over each interior support, placing each of the adjacent panel joints 4 ft away from the 

interior support.  The results of these analyses are given in Figures 4.13 and 4.14. 
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Figure 4.13: Final Stresses for Two-Span Continuous Steel Girder Bridges, 4 ft Away from 

Interior Support, Incl. Live Load 
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Figure 4.14: Final Stresses for Three-Span Continuous Steel Girder Bridges, 4 ft Away from 

Interior Supports, Incl. Live Load 

 

The results given in Figures 4.13 and 4.14 indicate that the tension in the deck at a distance of 4 

ft away from the interior supports is only reduced by about 100 psi.  These findings verified the 

significance of the negative moment and corresponding tension in the deck produced by live 

loads, and the subsequent need for more initial post-tensioning than in the simple span steel 

girder bridges. 

 To provide reasonable recommendations for precast deck panel post-tensioning in the 

two and three span continuous steel girder models, the AASHTO LRFD limits regarding tensile 

stresses in concrete were incorporated.  Table 5.9.4.2.2-1 in LRFD establishes a tension limit for 

the types of bridges considered in this research and “subjected to not worse than moderate 

corrosion conditions;” this limit is given in Equation 4.1: 

 

 0.19 't cfσ =  (4.1) 
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where: 

'cf  is the concrete compressive strength in ksi. 

Equation 4.1 is equivalent to 6 'cf  with 'cf  in psi. 

 

For the 5000 psi concrete panels used in this research, equation 4.1 produces a tensile stress limit 

of 425 psi.  Based on the results illustrated in Figure 4.9 (the two span continuous system with 

live load), an initial compressive stress of about 650 psi must be provided in the precast concrete 

deck of a two span continuous steel girder bridge to prevent tensile stresses exceeding the limit 

425 psi under time-dependent effects and live loads.  For three span continuous steel girder 

bridges, Figure 4.11 shows that an initial compressive stress of about 500 psi must be provided in 

the precast concrete deck to prevent tensile stresses exceeding the limit of 425 psi under time-

dependent effects and live loads.  These initial compressive stresses are provided by longitudinal 

post-tensioning in the precast concrete deck.  In addition to keeping the maximum deck stresses 

below the tensile limit, these initial levels of post-tensioning also keep the deck in compression 

under permanent loads and loads induced from time dependent effects in the concrete.   

 

4.4.2 Bridges with Prestressed Concrete Girders 

 The two and three span continuous models with prestressed concrete girders behaved 

differently than the simple span concrete girder models, but were also less affected by the live 

loads than the continuous steel girder bridges.  Tables E.1 and E.2 in Appendix E show the 

results of the parametric studies for the two and three span continuous prestressed concrete girder 

bridge models, respectively.  Like the continuous steel girder results, the tables give the final 

stresses at the top of the concrete deck both with and without the tension due to live loads for 

each level of initial post-tensioning applied.  Again, all stresses given for the two and three span 

continuous bridges are located at the interior support(s), which was assumed to be the critical 

location because of the maximum negative moments created there by live loads.  Selected results 

from Tables E.1 and E.2 are summarized graphically in Figures 4.15 through 4.22 which follow.  

Additional figures which illustrate results for the two and three span continuous PCBT and 

AASHTO girder models are provided in Appendix E.   
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Figure 4.15: Final Stresses for Two-Span Continuous PCBT Girder Bridges, Incl. Live Load 
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Figure 4.16: Final Stresses for Two-Span Continuous AASHTO Girder Bridges, Incl. Live Load 
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Figure 4.17: Final Stresses for Three-Span Continuous PCBT Girder Bridges, Incl. Live Load 
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Figure 4.18: Final Stresses for Three-Span Cont. AASHTO Girder Bridges, Incl. Live Load 
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Figure 4.19: Final Stresses for Two-Span Continuous PCBT Girder Bridges, Not Incl. Live Load 
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Figure 4.20: Final Stresses for Two-Span Cont. AASHTO Girder Bridges, Not Incl. Live Load 
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Figure 4.21: Final Stresses for Three-Span Cont. PCBT Girder Bridges, Not Incl. Live Load 
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Figure 4.22: Final Stresses for Three-Span Cont. AASHTO Girder Bridges, Not Incl. Live Load 
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 Unlike the continuous steel girder models, the maximum tensile stress in Figures 4.15-

4.18 above is less than 300 psi.  This result was obtained from the smallest applied initial 

compressive stress of about 220 psi.  For this reason and for simplicity, Figures 4.15-4.18 do not 

depict results for models initially post-tensioned to levels greater than 767 psi.  In two and three 

span continuous bridges with PCBT or AASHTO girders, only 200 psi of initial compression is 

needed to keep the precast concrete deck stresses well under the tensile stress limit of 425 psi 

after time-dependent effects and live loads are considered.  In addition to keeping the maximum 

deck stresses below the tensile limit, these initial levels of post-tensioning also keep the deck in 

compression under permanent loads and loads induced from time dependent effects in the 

concrete.  This preservation of compression in the deck is depicted in Figures 4.19-4.22 which do 

not include live loads.   

 

4.5 Elaboration on Continuous Span Model Results 

 As stated in the previous sections, an initial compressive stress of 200 psi is 

recommended for the precast bridge decks in all of the PCBT and AASHTO girder bridges as 

well as the simple span steel girder bridges investigated in this research.  This recommendation 

contrasts the initial compressive stresses of 650 psi and 500 psi recommended for the precast 

decks in the two and three span continuous steel girder bridges, respectively.  The large 

difference in these recommendations may be better understood by examining two of the three 

components of stress which contribute to the total stress in the concrete deck at the interior 

supports.  Tables D.1 and D.2 in Appendix D present the results of the two and three span 

continuous steel girder bridge parametric studies, while Tables E.1 through E.4 in Appendix E 

present the results of the two and three span continuous prestressed concrete girder bridge 

parametric studies.  From these results, the stresses developed at the top of the concrete deck at 

the interior supports due to continuity and live loads are summarized in Table 4.7. 
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Table 4.7: Summary of Results of Continuous Bridge Parametric Studies 

Type of Continuous Approximate Range of Stress at Top of Deck over Interior Supports  
Bridge and Girders Due to Force Redist. and Continuity Due to Factored Live Load 

  (psi) (psi) 
2 Span Steel 200 to 400 450 to 600 
3 Span Steel 100 to 300 450 to 600 
2 Span PCBT -200 to 50 100 to 400 
3 Span PCBT -200 to 50 100 to 400 

2 Span AASHTO -250 to 200 150 to 500 
3 Span AASHTO -200 to 150 200 to 450 

 

 Table 4.7 shows that the ranges of stresses due to both continuity and live loads are 

significantly higher for the two and three span continuous steel girder bridges than for the two 

and three span continuous prestressed concrete girder bridges.  These differences may be 

partially attributed to the relative stiffnesses of the composite steel and composite concrete girder 

cross sections used in the parametric studies.  While the steel girders were designed based on a 

span to depth ratio of 30, some of the prestressed concrete girders had a span to depth ratio 

significantly less than 30, as shown in Table 3.4.  Therefore, some of the composite concrete 

girder cross sections were inherently stiffer than the composite steel girder cross sections, 

resulting in less tensile stresses over the interior supports in the continuous span concrete girder 

bridges compared to the continuous span steel girder bridges.  These conditions should be kept in 

mind during interpretation of the design recommendations presented in the next chapter. 
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CHAPTER 5: CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

5.1 Summary 

 The research presented herein verifies the efficiency and practicality of using full-depth 

precast deck panel systems for new construction or rehabilitation of bridge decks.  Casting of the 

concrete panels prior to their arrival at the bridge site eliminates many of the complications 

typically involved with a cast-in-place deck, and significantly reduces construction time and 

resulting traffic delays or detours.   

 To facilitate the implementation of these full-depth precast bridge deck systems, 

however, designers need an easy, straightforward method or guidelines for determining the 

amount of longitudinal post-tensioning required in the bridge deck in order to keep the transverse 

joints in compression.  Prior to this research, a handful of recommendations for longitudinal 

post-tensioning in precast bridge decks were presented, but these suggestions were based on the 

results of at most a few laboratory tests or finite element model results.  While these models were 

all limited to the use of steel girders, this research incorporates two different types of prestressed 

concrete girders as well as steel girders.  In addition, the results of this research offer two 

different options for calculating the required amount of initial compression in a precast concrete 

bridge deck, which include 1) estimating the required initial compression from the general 

guidelines proposed, or 2) implementing the age-adjusted effective modulus method via the 

corresponding model developed and used to perform this research.   

 

5.2 Conclusions 

 The parametric studies performed in this research indicated general trends of behavior for 

each of the four major groups of bridge models, which included both simple and continuous 

spans with either steel or prestressed concrete girders.  In the simple span bridges, the steel girder 

models experienced greater overall losses of compression in their precast decks with increasing 

span length.  This behavior was contrasted by the simple span prestressed concrete girder 

models, which demonstrated smaller net losses of (or even gains in) compression in their precast 

decks with increasing span lengths.   

 In the results of the two and three span continuous bridge model parametric studies, clear 

trends were more difficult to identify.  Live loads had a significant affect on the losses of 
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compression and in some cases generated significant tensile stresses in the bridge decks, 

particularly in the continuous steel girder bridge models.  The precast bridge decks in the 

continuous span steel girder models experienced much higher losses of initial compression than 

the precast decks in the continuous span prestressed concrete girder models.  This outcome was 

partially attributed to the extra compressive forces provided by the prestressing as well as the 

creep and shrinkage occurring in both the girders and the deck in the concrete girder bridge 

models.  Since the steel girder material was not creeping and shrinking like the concrete girders, 

the greater restraint of the concrete deck provided by the steel girders combined with the effect 

of live loads produced greater losses of compression in these precast bridge decks.   

 The precast decks in the continuous span steel girder bridge models without live load, 

like the corresponding simple span models, displayed greater losses of compression with 

increasing span lengths.  When live load was included, however, these trends were not as clear. 

The precast decks in the continuous span concrete girder bridges, on the other hand, displayed 

results opposite of their simple span behavior.  While the trends remained very unclear, the 

continuous concrete girder bridge decks seem to have experienced greater losses with increasing 

span lengths, whereas their simple span counterparts gained compression in the deck with 

increasing span lengths. 

 

5.3 Design Recommendations 

 The results of this research indicate that the recommendations for initial longitudinal 

post-tensioning in precast concrete bridge deck panels need to be revised.  In order to provide 

simple guidelines for use by designers, a single value of required initial post-tensioning was 

determined for each different type of bridge model investigated in this research.  These 

guidelines are presented in Table 5.1.   
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Table 5.1: Recommended Values of Initial Post-Tensioning 

Girder Type Number of Spans Required Initial P/T (psi) 
1 200 
2 650 Steel 

3 or more 500 
1 200 
2 200 PCBT 

3 or more 200 
1 200 
2 200 AASHTO 

3 or more 200 
 

 As shown in Table 5.1, the recommendations for all of the three span continuous bridges 

were expanded to include three or more continuous spans.  This modification was made based on 

the assumption that each additional span would theoretically provide more restraint against 

potential tension at the top of the deck over the interior supports, therefore reducing the 

successive amounts of initial compression required in the deck.  This theory is already 

exemplified by the reduction from 650 psi to 500 psi of initial compression needed from two to 

three continuous steel girder spans. 

 As an alternative to the general guidelines provided in Table 5.1, the designer may also 

choose to implement the modeling procedure developed and used in this research to calculate a 

more specific initial compressive stress required in the precast deck of his or her bridge structure.  

This option may be productive when a given bridge cross section differs enough from the 

parametric studies performed in this research that the general guidelines provided here may be 

overly conservative or unconservative.  As a second alternative to using the general guidelines 

provided, the designer may also be able to interpolate a more exact level of initial post-

tensioning appropriate for his or her bridge configuration from the tables and graphs of results 

presented in this thesis.   

 

5.4 Recommendations for Future Research 

 The results of this research inspire several topics for further study.  First, since Mathcad 

is such a powerful tool, the models created for use in the parametric studies presented here could 

be easily implemented to investigate time-dependent effects in bridges with other types of steel 

or concrete girders, different span lengths, and/or various girder spacings.  The studies of one, 
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two, and three span bridges conducted in this research could also be expanded to investigate 

bridges of four or more continuous spans.  In addition, sensitivity analyses could be performed to 

examine the ways in which altering the aging coefficient or other material properties may affect 

the results of this research.   

 Another topic for additional study involves differing ages of precast concrete decks and 

girders.  The behavior of a bridge which undergoes a deck replacement on existing precast 

concrete girders, for example, will be influenced by the minimal amount of creep and shrinkage 

occurring in the well aged concrete girders.  As the concrete girders become very old, they will 

behave more like steel girders and provide more restraint due to the negligible amounts of creep 

and shrinkage occurring in the concrete.  Minor modifications of the Mathcad models developed 

in this research would need to be made in order to account for precast concrete panels and 

prestressed concrete girders which are cast at significantly different times.  Expansion of simple 

guidelines for post-tensioning precast concrete panels will promote the use of these panels in 

more newly constructed or rehabilitated bridge decks, thereby improving the quality and 

efficiency of transportation infrastructure everywhere. 
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APPENDIX A 

Variable Definitions 

 

 Variables used throughout the body of the thesis and the Mathcad models include: 

 

a = distance between deck centroid and haunch centroid, in. 

Aatr = age-adjusted transformed area of composite cross section, in2 

Ad = cross-sectional area of the effective deck, in2 

Ag = gross area of the girder, in2 

Agn = net area of concrete girder, in2 

Agtr = transformed area of girder concrete, in2 

Ah = cross-sectional area of the haunch, in2 

Apsg = total area of prestressing strands in girder, in2 

Apstr = transformed area of girder prestressing strands, in2 

Aptd = total area of post-tensioning strands in deck, in2 

Atr = transformed area of the composite cross section, in2 

Adatr = age-adjusted transformed area of deck concrete, in2 

Adtr = transformed area of the deck, in2 

Ahatr = age-adjusted transformed area of haunch concrete, in2 

Ahtr = transformed area of the haunch, in2 

Apsatr = in the steel girder models: age-adjusted transformed area of post-tensioning steel 

in the deck, in2 

Apsatr = in the prestressed concrete girder models: age-adjusted transformed area of 

prestressing steel in the girder, in2 

Apsg = total area of prestressing strands in the concrete girder, in2 

Apstr = in the steel girder models: transformed area of the deck post-tensioning steel, in2 

Apstr = in the prestressed concrete girder models: transformed area of the girder 

prestressing steel, in2 

Apttr = in the prestressed concrete girder models: transformed area of the deck post-

tensioning steel, in2 
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Aptatr = in the prestressed concrete girder models: age-adjusted transformed area of post-

tensioning steel in the deck, in2 

Aptd = total area of post-tensioning in the deck, in2 

Astrd = area of each post-tensioning strand in the deck, in2 

Astrg = area of each prestressing strand in the concrete girder, in2 

b = distance between deck centroid and girder centroid, in. 

c = distance between deck centroid and centroid of girder prestressing strands, in. 

catr = centroid of age-adjusted transformed cross section, in. 

cg = centroid of the girder measured from the bottom, in. 

cgn = net centroid of concrete girder, in. 

cgtr = centroid of transformed girder cross section, in. 

ctr = centroid of the transformed composite cross section, in. 

depthg = depth of the girder, in. 

deptht = total depth of the composite section, in. 

eg = eccentricity of prestressing strands in the concrete girder, in. 

egA = eccentricity of all strands at cross section denoted (here, cross section A), in. 

egn = net eccentricity of prestressing strands in concrete girder, in. 

egtr = eccentricity of prestressing strands in transformed girder cross section, in. 

Ed = modulus of elasticity of the deck, ksi 

Edaatr = age-adjusted modulus of elasticity of deck concrete, ksi 

Eg = modulus of elasticity of the girder, ksi 

Eh = modulus of elasticity of the haunch, ksi 

Ehaatr = age-adjusted modulus of elasticity of haunch concrete, ksi 

Epsg = modulus of elasticity of girder prestressing strands, ksi 

Eptd = modulus of elasticity of deck post-tensioning strands, ksi 

Epsg = modulus of elasticity of prestressing strands in the concrete girder, ksi 

Eptd = modulus of elasticity of post-tensioning strands in the deck, ksi 

fpj = stress to which prestressing strands are jacked, ksi 

fpj% = percentage of the ultimate stress to which the girder prestressing strands are 

jacked, ksi 

fpu = ultimate strength of prestressing and post-tensioning strands, ksi 



 82 

fpy = yield stress of prestressing and post-tensioning strands, ksi 

fcd = compressive strength of deck concrete, psi 

fcg = compressive strength of girder concrete, psi 

fch = compressive strength of haunch material, psi 

hum = relative humidity, percent 

Iatr = moment of inertia of age-adjusted transformed composite cross section, in4 

Id = moment of inertia of the effective deck, in4 

Ig = moment of inertia of the girder, in4 

Ign = net moment of inertia of concrete girder, in4 

Igtr = moment of inertia of transformed girder cross section, in4 

Ih = moment of inertia of the haunch, in4 

Itr = moment of inertia of transformed composite cross section, in4 

KL = factor indicating low relaxation strands 

Lg = length of a single span, in. 

Mgo = initial moment in concrete girder, kip-in 

Mgoc = initial moment in concrete girder for composite phase, kip-in 

Mmax = maximum negative moment at interior support, kip-in 

n = modular ratio of girder prestressing strand to girder concrete 

ndg = modular ratio of deck concrete to girder material 

ndga = modular ratio of age-adjusted deck concrete to girder material 

nhg = modular ratio of haunch concrete to girder material 

nhga = modular ratio of age-adjusted haunch concrete to girder material 

npg = modular ratio of deck post-tensioning steel to girder material 

npga = modular ratio of deck post-tensioning steel to girder material 

numhp = number of harped strands in the prestressed concrete girder 

numst = number of straight strands in the prestressed concrete girder 

numstrdpt = number of post-tensioning strands in the deck 

numstrg = number of prestressing strands in the concrete girder 

Ndo = initial force at centroid of deck, kips 

Ndoc = initial force at centroid of deck for composite phase, kips 

Ngo = initial force at centroid of concrete girder, kips 
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Ngoc = initial force at centroid of concrete girder for composite phase, kips 

perimd = perimeter of the effective deck (not including the thickness on either side), in. 

perimg = perimeter of the concrete girder, in. 

perimh = portion of the haunch perimeter open to the atmosphere in a composite section 

(twice the haunch thickness), in. 

td = thickness of the deck, in. 

tdcomp = time that the deck is made composite with the girders relative to the age of the 

precast deck panel concrete, days 

tdinf = time considered as end of bridge service life, days 

tdpt = time that the deck is post-tensioned relative to the age of the precast deck panel 

concrete, days 

tgcast = time that the girder is cast, days 

tgcomp = time that the girder is made composite with the deck, days 

tginf = time considered as end of bridge service life, days 

th = thickness of the haunch, in. 

thcomp = time that the haunch is placed (relative to the haunch material age), making the 

deck and girders composite, days 

thinf = time considered as end of bridge service life, days 

topwg = girder top flange width, in. 

wd = effective width of the deck (interior girder spacing), in. 

wh = width of the haunch, in. 

xA = location of cross section A: the ends of each span 

xB = location of cross section B: the ¼ and ¾ points of each span, in. 

xC = location of cross section C: midspan of each span, in. 

xharp = location of harping point for girder prestressing strands: 0.4*L from the end of 

each span, in. 

yd = centroid of the deck in the composite section measured from the bottom of the 

girder, in. 

yh = centroid of the haunch in the composite section measured from the bottom of the 

girder, in. 
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yps = in steel girder models: centroid of the deck post-tensioning in the composite 

section measured from the bottom of the girder, in. 

yps = in prestressed concrete girder models: centroid of the girder prestressing strands 

measured from the bottom of the girder, in. 

ypsA = centroid of all prestressing strands at cross section denoted (here, cross section A) 

measured from bottom of girder, in. 

ypshpA = centroid of harped strand group at cross section denoted (here, cross section A) 

measured from bottom of girder, in. 

ypsstA = centroid of straight strand group at cross section denoted (here, cross section A) 

measured from bottom of girder, in. 

 

χ = constant curvature of span, strain/inch 

pRf∆  = change in stress due to relaxation in girder or deck strands over a given time 

interval 

dM∆  = change in moment in deck 

gM∆  = change in moment in girder 

hM∆  = change in moment in haunch 

dN∆  = change in force at centroid of deck 

gN∆  = change in force at centroid of girder 

hN∆  = change in force at centroid of haunch 

psgN∆  = change in force at centroid of prestress in girder 

ptdN∆  = change in force at centroid of post-tensioning in deck 

χ∆  = change in curvature 

dε∆  = change in strain at centroid of deck 

gε∆  = change in strain at centroid of girder 

hε∆  = change in strain at centroid of haunch 

psgε∆  = change in strain at centroid of prestress in girder 

ptdε∆  = change in strain in post-tensioning strands in deck 
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shdε  = shrinkage strain in deck concrete over a given time interval 

shgε  = shrinkage strain in girder concrete over a given time interval 

shhε  = shrinkage strain in haunch concrete over a given time interval 

µd = aging coefficient for the deck 

µg = aging coefficient for the girder concrete 

µh = aging coefficient for the haunch 

dφ  = creep coefficient for deck concrete over a given time interval 

gφ  = creep coefficient for girder concrete over a given time interval 

hφ  = creep coefficient for haunch concrete over a given time interval 
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APPENDIX B 

Simple Span Bridge Model Details 

 

 Two examples of simple span Mathcad models are included in this appendix.  The first is 

a 60 ft simple span bridge with W24x103 steel girders spaced at 6 ft, while the second is a 40 ft 

simple span bridge with PCBT-37 girders spaced at 6 ft.   

 

 

 



Simple Span W24x103 Example

fpu 270:= KLpr 45:=

Deck time intervals

tdpt 55:= tdcomp 60:= tdinf 10000:=

Calculated properties - deck

Ad td wd⋅:= Id

wd td
3⋅

12
:= Ed 57 fcd⋅:= perimd 2 wd⋅:= Adws td 0.5+( ) wd⋅:=

Ad 612= Id 3685= Ed 4031= perimd 144= Adws 648=

Calculated properties - P/T strand

Aptd numstrdpt Astrd⋅:= fpy 0.9 fpu⋅:=

Aptd 0.612= fpy 243=

ORIGIN 1:=

Deck Panel Prestress Losses:
Precast Concrete Deck with Steel Girder, Simple Spa n

Parametric Study: W24x103, 6' spc., 60' span

Inputs (data to be entered is under blue headings)

a) Steel girder properties

Girder section properties - general

Ag 30.3:= Ig 3000:= Eg 29000:= depthg 24.5:=

topwg 9:= Lg 60 12⋅:= cg 12.25:=

b) Concrete deck and post-tensioning strand properties

Deck section properties

td 8.5:= wd 72:= µd 0.7:= fcd 5000:=

Post tensioning strand properties

numstrdpt 4:= Astrd 0.153:= Eptd 28500:=
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Simple Span W24x103 Example

deptht 34=yps 29.75=yd 29.75=yh 25=

deptht depthg th+ td+:=yps yd:=yd depthg th+
td

2
+:=yh depthg

th

2
+:=

e) Composite section properties

hum 70:=

d) General properties

perimh 2=Eh 4031=Ih 0.75=Ah 9=wh 9=

perimh 2 th⋅:=Eh Ed:=Ih

wh th
3⋅

12
:=Ah th topwg⋅:=wh topwg:=

Calculated properties - haunch

thinf tdinf:=thcomp 0.75:=

Haunch time intervals

fch fcd:=µh 0.7:=th 1:=

Haunch section properties

c) Haunch properties
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Simple Span W24x103 Example

Creep and Shrinkage Models (from AASHTO LRFD 2006 Interims)

CREEP fci t1, t2, hum, area, perim,( ) ktd2
t2 t1−( )

61
4 fci⋅
1000


− t2 t1−( )+

←

kla t1
0.118−←

khc 1.56 0.008 hum⋅( )−←

kvs max 1.45 0.13
area

perim


⋅− 0,
←

kf
5

1
fci

1000
+

←

creep 1.90 ktd2⋅ kla⋅ kvs⋅ khc⋅ kf⋅←
creep

:=

SHRINKAGE fci t1, t2, hum, area, perim,( ) ktd1
t1

61
4 fci⋅
1000


− t1+

←

ktd2
t2

61
4 fci⋅
1000


− t2+

←

khs 2 0.014 hum⋅( )−←

kvs max 1.45 0.13
area

perim


⋅− 0,
←

kf
5

1
fci

1000
+

←

shrink 480− 10
6−⋅ ktd2 ktd1−( )⋅ kvs⋅ khs⋅ kf⋅←

shrink

:=

Sign Convention:
Tension = Lengthening = (+)
Compression = (-)
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Simple Span W24x103 Example

m
Pjack Pdead−

len 12⋅:= m 0.00219= kips/inch

PSL

∆S Aptd⋅ Eptd⋅
len 12⋅:= PSL 9.084= kips 

Note xAS is longer than the
bridge...revise approach for
finding Pavg

xAS

∆S Aptd⋅ Eptd⋅
m

12
:= xAS 144.01= feet 

areatris
1

2
Pjack Pdead−( )⋅ len⋅ 12⋅ 2⋅:= areatris 1.14 10

3×= kip-in

Given

areatris x len 12⋅( )⋅+ ∆S Aptd⋅ Eptd⋅=

rh Find x( ) 7.5075508666443219600→:= rh 7.508= kips 

Outline of calculation steps for a steel girder wit h precast, post-tensioned deck panels

a) D/SG 1: Calculate redistribution of stresses in deck from post-tensioning to composite action

b) D/SG 2: Calculate redistribution of stresses in composite section from when it's made
composite to any time in the future

a) D/SG 1: Calculate redistribution of stresses in deck from post-tensioning to composite
action

Compute state of stress immediately following stressing - use average force in tendons

Pjack 0.80 fpu⋅ numstrdpt Astrd⋅:= Pjack 132.2= kips

Consider seating losses....

Note: Post-tensioning tendons are straight so only have wobble losses --> k*l term

α 0:= µ 0:= k 0.0002:= per foot of length ∆S
3

8
:= inch len

Lg

12
:=

len 60=
Pdead Pjack e

µ α⋅ k len⋅+( )−⋅:= Pdead 130.6= kips
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Simple Span W24x103 Example

kips kips 

Relaxation in deck post-tensioning strands from transfer to composite action

fpt

Pavg

Aptd
:= fpt 199.87=Average stress in tendons

ti thcomp:= t tdcomp tdpt−:=

ti 0.75= t 5=

∆fpR1

fpt−
KLpr

fpt

fpy
0.55−


⋅ log 24 t⋅( )

log 24 ti⋅( )⋅:= ∆fpR1 2.005−=

εshd1 SHRINKAGE fcd tdpt, tdcomp, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):= εshd1 0.00000774−=

φd1 CREEP fcd tdpt, tdcomp, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):= φd1 0.096=

deqns1

1 µd φd1⋅+( )−
Ad Ed⋅

0

1

0

0

1−
1

0

1

0

0

1

0

Aptd Eptd⋅
0

1−





:= dvar1

∆Nd1

∆Nptd1

∆εd1

∆εptd1





:=

∆εptd1

Psl rh 2 Pjack Pdead−( )⋅+:= Psl 10.661= kips 

Plive Pjack Psl−:= Plive 121.53= kips 

Pdead2 Pdead rh−:= Pdead2 123.11= kips 

Pavg

Plive Pdead2+
2

:= Pavg 122.32= kips 

Initial state of internal equilibrium, assuming
1) No tendon eccentricity
2) Self-weight causes no significant stresses

Ndo Nptdo+ 0=

Nptdo Pavg:= Nptdo 122.32= Ndo Nptdo−:= Ndo 122.32−=
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Simple Span W24x103 Example

kip/inwg 0.009=wg Ag
0.490

12
3

⋅:=

Initial moment at midspan of steel girder is due to self-weight only:

Need to establish all starting values based on results of previous stages: variables with
subscript "oc" indicate starting values for composite stage

φd2 0.873=φd2 CREEP fcd tdcomp, tdinf, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):=

εshd2 0.000147−=εshd2 SHRINKAGE fcd tdcomp, tdinf, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):=

φh2 1.411=φh2 CREEP fch thcomp, thinf, hum, Ah, perimh,( ):=

εshh2 0.000345−=εshh2 SHRINKAGE fch thcomp, thinf, hum, Ah, perimh,( ):=

b) D/SG 2: Calculate redistribution of stresses in composite section from when it's made
composite to any time in the future

∆εptd1 0.0000119−=∆εptd1 dvalues1
4

:=

∆εd1 0.0000119−=∆εd1 dvalues1
3

:=
PT strands should be
losing tension --> -

∆Nptd1 1.434−=∆Nptd1 dvalues1
2

:=

deck should be losing
compression --> +

∆Nd1 1.434=∆Nd1 dvalues1
1

:=

dvalues1

1.4343626

1.4343626−
0.0000119−
0.0000119−




=

dvalues1 deqns1
1−

dans1⋅:=

dans1

Ndo

Ad Ed⋅ φd1⋅ εshd1+

∆fpR1− Aptd⋅
0

0





:=
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εbot

σbot

Eg
10

6⋅:= all strain values in
microstrain/inch

εtop 513.2−= εbot 513.2=

Moment in girder due to deck weight only (kip-in):

φd

εbot εtop−
depthg

:= φd 41.9=

Mgfromdeck φd 10
6−⋅ Eg⋅ Ig⋅:= Mgfromdeck 3645=

Revise starting values for composite analysis to include girder and deck weights (kips and in)

Ndo 122.319−=
Mgoc Mgself Mgfromdeck+:= Mgoc 4201.76=

Nptdo 122.319=
Ndoc Ndo ∆Nd1+:= Ndoc 120.885−=

Nptdoc Nptdo ∆Nptd1+:= Nptdoc 120.885=

Mgself

wg Lg
2⋅

8
:= Mgself 556.76= kip-in

Need to add deck weight moment to girder:

wdself Adws
0.150

12
3

⋅:= wdself 0.056= kip/in

Mdself

wdself Lg
2⋅

8
:= Mdself 3645= kip-in

Check deck weight moment...

Stresses in girder due to deck weight only:

σ top

Mdself depthg cg−( )⋅
Ig

−:= σbot

Mdself cg⋅
Ig

:=
all stress values in ksi,
positive indicates tension

σ top 14.88−= σbot 14.88=

Strains in girder due to deck weight only:

εtop

σ top

Eg
10

6⋅:=
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Relaxation in deck post-tensioning strands from composite action to end of service life

fpt2 Nptdoc:= t tdinf tdcomp−:= ti tdcomp:=

t 9940= ti 60=

∆fpR2

fpt2−
KLpr

fpt2

fpy
0.55−


⋅ log 24 t⋅( )

log 24 ti⋅( )⋅:= ∆fpR2 0.24=

Calculations for system after it becomes composite

a
td

2

th

2
+:= b

td

2
th+ depthg cg−( )+:=

a 4.75= b 17.5=

coeff1

1

0

0

0

0

1 µd φd2⋅+( )−
Ad Ed⋅

0

0

1

a

0

0

0

0

0

1 µh φh2⋅+( )−
Ah Eh⋅

1

b

0

0

0

0

1−
Ag Eg⋅

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

1

1

1

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

1−

0

1

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

a

b

0

0

0





:=

vars12

∆Nd

∆Nh

∆Ng

∆Nptd

∆Md

∆Mh

∆Mg

∆εd

∆εh

∆εg

∆εptd

∆χ





:=

∆χ

coeff2

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−

0

0

0

0

1 µd φd2⋅+( )−
Id Ed⋅

0

0

0

0

1 µh φh2⋅+( )−
Ih Eh⋅

0

0

0

0

1−
Ig Eg⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Aptd Eptd⋅

0

0

0

0

1

1

1





:=
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coeffs stack coeff1 coeff2,( ):=

coeffs

1

0

0

0

0

0.0000007−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1

4.75

0

0

0

0

0

0.0000548−
0

0

0

0

1

17.5

0

0

0

0

0.0000011−
0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.0000001−
0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.0006576−
0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0−

0

0

1

1

1

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

17442

0

0

0

4.75

17.5



=

values12

0

0

0

0

0

Ndoc

Ad Ed⋅ φd2⋅ εshd2+

0

εshh2

∆fpR2− Aptd⋅
0

0

0





:=
values12

0

0

0

0

0

0.00019−
0

0.00035−
0.14705−

0

0

0





=

answers coeffs
1−

values12⋅:=
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∆εbotd 1.359− 10
4−×=∆εbotd ∆εd χf

td

2
⋅+:=

∆εtoph 1.359− 10
4−×=∆εtoph ∆εh χf

th

2
⋅−:=

∆εboth 1.29− 10
4−×=∆εboth ∆εh χf

th

2
⋅+:=

∆εtopg 1.29− 10
4−×=∆εtopg ∆εg χf depthg cg−( )⋅−:=

∆εbotg 4.017 10
5−×=∆εbotg ∆εg χf cg⋅+:=

∆εg answers
10

:=

∆εh answers
9

:=

∆εd answers
8

:=

Define values for plot of strain throughout composite cross-section

strain/inchχf 6.9 10
6−×=χf answers

12
:=

kips Nptdf 118.15=Nptdf Nptdoc answers
4

+:=

kips Ndf 83.02−=Ndf Ndoc answers
1

+:=

kip-inMgf 4802.35=Mgf Mgoc answers
7

+:=

vars12

∆Nd

∆Nh

∆Ng

∆Nptd

∆Md

∆Mh

∆Mg

∆εd

∆εh

∆εg

∆εptd

∆χ





:=

∆χ

answers

37.8626981

3.88202348

39.0102763−
2.73444528−

63.63738876

0.01049826

600.59233676

0.0001652−
0.00013241−
0.0000444−
0.0001652−
0.0000069





=
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depth2
34

34


=ms2

194.544−
0


=

depth2
ytopd

ytopd




:=ms2
microstrains

1

0




:=

depth

34

29.75

25.5

25

12.25

0





=microstrains

194.5−
165.2−
135.9−
132.4−
44.4−
40.2





=

depth

ytopd

yd

ybotd

yh

cg

ybotg





:=microstrains 10
6

∆εtopd

∆εd

∆εbotd

∆εh

∆εg

∆εbotg





⋅:=

ytopd 34=ytopd deptht:=

ybotd 25.5=ybotd depthg th+:=

ytoph 25.5=ytoph ytopg th+:=

yboth 24.5=yboth ytopg:=

ytopg 24.5=ytopg depthg:=

ybotg 0=ybotg 0:=

∆εtopd 1.945− 10
4−×=∆εtopd ∆εd χf

td

2
⋅−:=
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depthsd

ytopd

yd

ybotd




:=stressd

0.209−
0.136−
0.062−




=

stressd

Ndoc ∆Nd+
Ad

∆Md

td

2


⋅

Id
−

Ndoc ∆Nd+
Ad

0+

Ndoc ∆Nd+
Ad

∆Md

td

2


⋅

Id
+





:=

Stresses in concrete:

Ndf 83.022−=∆Mh 0.0105=∆Mh answers
6

:=
Ndoc 120.885−=∆Md 63.64=∆Md answers

5
:=

Ndo 122.319−=∆Nh 3.882=∆Nh answers
2

:=

∆Nd 37.86=∆Nd answers
1

:=

depthsg

ytopg

cg

ybotg




:=stressg

3.74−
1.287−

1.165




=stressg

∆εtopg Eg⋅
∆εg Eg⋅

∆εbotg Eg⋅




:=

Stresses in steel:

Define values for plot of stress throughout composite cross-section

Graph of strains in composite section

200 100 0 100

10

20

30

40

depth

depth2

microstrains ms2,
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stressh

∆Nh

Ah

∆Mh

th

2


⋅

Ih
−

∆Nh

Ah
0+

∆Nh

Ah

∆Mh

th

2


⋅

Ih
+





:= stressh

0.424

0.431

0.438




= depthsh

ytoph

yh

yboth




:=

depthshz1

ytopd

ytopd




:= stresshz1

stressd1

0




:=

depthshz2

ybotd

ytoph




:= stresshz2

stressd3

stressh1




:=

depthshz3

yboth

ytopg




:= stresshz3

stressh3

stressg1




:=
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Graph of stresses in composite section (ksi)

4 3 2 1 0 1 2

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

depthsd

depthsh

depthsg

depthshz1

depthshz2

depthshz3

stressd stressh, stressg, stresshz1, stresshz2, stresshz3,

Conclusions for simple span with steel girder

Initial compression in deck (ksi) Final compression at top, middle, &
bottom of deck (ksi)

σsimpleinitial

Ndo

Ad
:=

stressd

0.209−
0.136−
0.062−




= ksi σsimpleinitial 0.2−= ksi 
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fpu 270:= yps 2.25:= fpj% 0.75:=

Girder time intervals

tgcast 1:= tgcomp 60:= tginf 10000:=

Calculated properties - girder

Eg 57 fcg⋅:=

Eg 4769=

Calculated properties - P/S strand

Apsg numstrg Astrg⋅:= eg cg yps−:= fpj fpj% fpu⋅:= fpy 0.9 fpu⋅:=

Apsg 2.14= eg 16.18= fpj 202.5= fpy 243=

ORIGIN 1:=

Deck Panel Prestress Losses: 
Precast Concrete Deck with Concrete Girder, Simple Span

Parametric Study: PCBT-37, 6' spc., 40' span

Inputs (data to be entered is under blue headings)

a) Concrete girder and prestressing strand properties

Girder section properties - general

depthg 37:= topwg 47:= perimg 203.65:= Lg 40 12⋅:=

cg 18.43:= Ag 690.7:= Ig 126000:=

fcg 7000:= µg 0.7:=

Girder prestressing strand properties

numstrg 14:= Astrg 0.153:= Epsg 28500:= KLpr 45:=
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Adws 612=

Calculated properties - P/T strand

Aptd numstrdpt Astrd⋅:=

Aptd 0.92=

c) Haunch properties

Haunch section properties

th 1:= µh 0.7:= fch fcd:=

Haunch time intervals

thcomp 0.75:= thinf tginf:=

Calculated properties - haunch

wh topwg:= Ah th topwg⋅:= Ih

wh th
3⋅

12
:= Eh Ed:= perimh 2 th⋅:=

wh 47= Ah 47= Ih 3.92= Eh 4031= perimh 2=

b) Concrete deck and post-tensioning strand properties

Deck section properties

td 8:= wd 72:= µd 0.7:= fcd 5000:=

Post tensioning strand properties

numstrdpt 6:= Astrd 0.153:= Eptd 28500:=

Deck time intervals

tdpt 55:= tdcomp tgcomp:= tdinf tginf:=

Calculated properties - deck

Ad td wd⋅:= Id

wd td
3⋅

12
:= Ed 57 fcd⋅:= perimd 2 wd⋅:= Adws td 0.5+( ) wd⋅:=

Ad 576= Id 3072= Ed 4031= perimd 144=
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egtr 15.93=egtr cgtr yps−:=

Igtr 128748.01=Igtr Ig Ag cg cgtr−( )2⋅+ Apstr cgtr yps−( )2⋅+:=

cgtr 18.18=cgtr

Ag cg⋅ Apstr yps⋅+
Ag Apstr+:=

Agtr 701.36=Apstr 10.66=

Agtr Ag Apstr+:=Apstr Apsg n 1−( )⋅:=

Calculated transformed section properties - girder

egn 16.23=egn cgn yps−:=

Ign 125440.99=Ign Ig Ag cgn cg−( )2⋅+ Apsg cg yps−( )2⋅−:=

cgn 18.48=cgn

Ag cg⋅ Apsg yps⋅−
Agn

:=

Agn 688.56=Agn Ag Apsg−:=

Calculated net section properties - girder

deptht 46=yd 42=yh 37.5=

deptht depthg th+ td+:=yd depthg th+
td

2
+:=yh depthg

th

2
+:=

e) Composite section properties

n
Epsg

Eg
:=hum 70:=

d) General properties
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Creep and Shrinkage Models (from AASHTO LRFD 2006 Interims)

CREEP fci t1, t2, hum, area, perim,( ) ktd2
t2 t1−( )

61
4 fci⋅
1000


− t2 t1−( )+

←

kla t1
0.118−←

khc 1.56 0.008 hum⋅( )−←

kvs max 1.45 0.13
area

perim


⋅− 0,
←

kf
5

1
fci

1000
+

←

creep 1.90 ktd2⋅ kla⋅ kvs⋅ khc⋅ kf⋅←
creep

:=

SHRINKAGE fci t1, t2, hum, area, perim,( ) ktd1
t1

61
4 fci⋅
1000


− t1+

←

ktd2
t2

61
4 fci⋅
1000


− t2+

←

khs 2 0.014 hum⋅( )−←

kvs max 1.45 0.13
area

perim


⋅− 0,
←

kf
5

1
fci

1000
+

←

shrink 480− 10
6−⋅ ktd2 ktd1−( )⋅ kvs⋅ khs⋅ kf⋅←

shrink

:=

Sign Convention:
Tension = Lengthening = (+)
Compression = (-)
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kips Ngo 417.6−=Ngo Npso−:=

Initial force in net concrete section is equal to initial force in prestressing strand:

kips Npso 417.6=Npso Pi:=

kips Pi 417.62=Pi Pjack n fcgp⋅ Apsg⋅( )−:=

ksi fcgp 1.26=fcgp

Pjack

Agtr

Pjack egtr
2⋅

Igtr
+

Mgself egtr⋅
Igtr

−:=

Initial force in prestressing strand (jacking force minus ES losses):

kips Pjack 433.75=Pjack fpj Apsg⋅:=

Jacking force in prestressing strand:

kip-inMgself 1726.75=Mgself

wg Lg
2⋅

8
:=

kips/inchwg 0.06=wg Ag
0.150

12
3

⋅:=

Moment at midspan due to girder self-weight only:

a) D/CG 1: Calculate redistribution of stresses in girder from transfer to composite action
with deck

Outline of calculation steps for a precast, prestre ssed girder with precast,
post-tensioned deck panels

a) D/CG 1: Calculate redistribution of stresses in girder from transfer to composite action with
deck

b) D/CG 2: Calculate redistribution of stresses in deck from post-tensioning to composite
action with girder

c) D/CG 3: Calculate redistribution of stresses in composite section from when it's made
composite to any time in the future
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kips Pconc 417.6−=Pconc σconc Agn⋅:=

σconc 0.61−=σconc

Pjack

Agtr
−

Pjack egtr⋅ cgn cgtr−( )⋅
Igtr

+
Mgself cgn cgtr−( )⋅

Igtr
−:=

Initial force in concrete at net cg:

kips Pstrand 417.6=Pstrand Pjack εcgs 10
6−⋅ Epsg⋅ Apsg⋅ −:=

Initial force in strand:

all strain values in microstrain/inch

εcgs 264.2−=εbot 283.2−=εtop 29.2=

εcgs

σcgs

Eg
10

6⋅:=εbot

σbot

Eg
10

6⋅:=εtop

σ top

Eg
10

6⋅:=

all stress values in ksi, compression

σcgs 1.26−=σcgs

Pjack

Agtr
−

Pjack egtr
2⋅

Igtr
−

Mgself egtr⋅
Igtr

+:=

σbot 1.35−=σbot

Pjack

Agtr
−

Pjack egtr⋅ cgtr⋅
Igtr

−
Mgself cgtr⋅

Igtr
+:=

σ top 0.14=σ top

Pjack

Agtr
−

Pjack egtr⋅ depthg cgtr−( )⋅
Igtr

+
Mgself depthg cgtr−( )⋅

Igtr
−:=

CHECK Mgo using a curvature approach...

kip-inMgo 5051.4−=Mgo Mgself Npso egn⋅−:=

Mgo− Mgself+ Npso egn⋅− 0=

Sum moments about net centroid of girder to get initial moment at midspan:
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gvar1

∆Ng1

∆Npsg1

∆Mg1

∆εg1

∆εpsg1

∆χg1





:=

∆χg1

geqns1

1

0

1 µg φg1⋅+( )−
Eg Agn⋅

0

0

0

1

eg

0

1−
0

0

0

1

0

0

0

1 µg φg1⋅+( )−
Eg Ign⋅

0

0

1

0

1

0

0

0

0

Apsg Epsg⋅
1−

0

0

0

0

0

eg

1





:=

φg1 0.77=φg1 CREEP fcg tgcast, tgcomp, hum, Ag, perimg,( ):=

εshg1 0.00019−=εshg1 SHRINKAGE fcg tgcast, tgcomp, hum, Ag, perimg,( ):=

Girder time interval 1: Girder shrinkage & creep from transfer to deck placement

ksi ∆fpR1 2.5−=∆fpR1

fpt−
KLpr

fpt

fpy
0.55−


⋅ log 24 t⋅( )

log 24 ti⋅( )⋅:=

t 60=ti 1=

t tgcomp:=ti tgcast:=

fpt 194.97=fpt

Npso

Apsg
:=Average stress in tendons

Relaxation in girder prestressing strands from transfer to composite action

kip-inMconc 5051.6−=Mconc φ 10
6−⋅ Eg⋅ Ign⋅:=

φ 8.44−=φ
εbot εtop−

depthg
:=M φ E⋅ I⋅=

Moment in concrete:
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∆χg1 0.00000535−=∆χg1 gvalues1
6

:=

∆εpsg1 0.000362−=∆εpsg1 gvalues1
5

:=

∆εg1 0.000275−=∆εg1 gvalues1
4

:=

∆Mg1 443.83=∆Mg1 gvalues1
3

:=

∆Npsg1 27.43−=∆Npsg1 gvalues1
2

:=

∆Ng1 27.43=∆Ng1 gvalues1
1

:=

gvalues1

27.430574

27.430574−
443.826692

0.000275−
0.000362−
0.000005−





=
*Redistribution of stresses in girder from transfer to
deck placement

gvalues1 geqns1
1−

gans1⋅:=

gans1

0

0

Ngo

Eg Agn⋅ φg1⋅ εshg1+

∆fpR1− Apsg⋅
0

Mgo

Eg Ign⋅ φg1⋅





:=
Note: Ngo and Mgo both go in as
negative values here
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kips 

Note xAS is longer than the
bridge...revise approach for
finding Pavg

xAS

∆S Aptd⋅ Eptd⋅
m

12
:= xAS 143.87= feet 

areatris
1

2
Pjack Pdead−( )⋅ len⋅ 12⋅ 2⋅:= areatris 758.39= kip-in

Given

areatris x len 12⋅( )⋅+ ∆S Aptd⋅ Eptd⋅=

rh Find x( ) 18.859868079211078270→:= rh 18.86= kips 

Psl rh 2 Pjack Pdead−( )⋅+:= PSL 20.44= kips 

Plive Pjack Psl−:= Plive 176.27= kips 

Pdead2 Pdead rh−:= Pdead2 177.85= kips 

Pavg

Plive Pdead2+
2

:= Pavg 177.06= kips 

b) D/CG 2: Calculate redistribution of stresses in deck from post-tensioning to
composite action

Compute state of stress immediately following stressing - use average force in tendons

Pjack 0.80 fpu⋅ numstrdpt Astrd⋅:= Pjack 198.3= kips

Consider seating losses....

Note: Post-tensioning tendons are straight so only have wobble losses --> k*l term

α 0:= µ 0:= k 0.0002:= per foot of length ∆S
3

8
:= inch len

Lg

12
:=

len 40=
Pdead Pjack e

µ α⋅ k len⋅+( )−⋅:= Pdead 196.7= kips

m
Pjack Pdead−

len 12⋅:= m 0.00329= kips/inch

PSL

∆S Aptd⋅ Eptd⋅
len 12⋅:= PSL 20.44= kips 

Plive Pjack PSL−:= Plive 177.85=
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dvalues2

1.9734866

1.9734866−
0.0000147−
0.0000147−




=

dvalues2 deqns2
1−

dans2⋅:=dans2

Ndo

Ad Ed⋅ φd2⋅ εshd2+

∆fpR2− Aptd⋅
0

0





:=

dvar2

∆Nd2

∆Nptd2

∆εd2

∆εptd2




:=

∆εptd2

deqns2

1 µd φd2⋅+( )−
Ad Ed⋅

0

1

0

0

1−
1

0

1

0

0

1

0

Aptd Eptd⋅
0

1−





:=

φd2 0.1=φd2 CREEP fcd tdpt, tdcomp, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):=

εshd2 0.00000802−=εshd2 SHRINKAGE fcd tdpt, tdcomp, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):=

ksi ∆fpR2 1.73−=∆fpR2

fpt2−
KLpr

fpt2

fpy
0.55−


⋅ log 24 t⋅( )

log 24 ti⋅( )⋅:=

t 5=ti 0.75=

t tdcomp tdpt−:=ti thcomp:=

fpt2 192.87=fpt2

Pavg

Aptd
:=Average stress in tendons

Relaxation in deck post-tensioning strands from transfer to composite action

kips kips 

Ndo 177.06−=Ndo Nptdo−:=Nptdo 177.06=Nptdo Pavg:=

Ndo Nptdo+ 0=

Initial state of internal equilibrium, assuming
1) No tendon eccentricity
2) Self-weight causes no significant stresses
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εshd3 0.000152−=

φd3 CREEP fcd tdcomp, tdinf, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):= φd3 0.905=

Need to establish all starting values based on results of previous stages: variables with
subscript  "pr" (prime) indicate starting values for composite stage

Mgopr Mgo ∆Mg1+:= Mgopr 4607.6−=

Ngopr Ngo ∆Ng1+:= Ngopr 390.2−=

Npsopr Npso ∆Npsg1+:= Npsopr 390.2=

Ndopr Ndo ∆Nd2+:= Ndopr 175.1−=

Nptdopr Nptdo ∆Nptd2+:= Nptdopr 175.1=

Need to add deck weight moment to girder

wdself Adws
0.150

12
3

⋅:= wdself 0.05= kip/in

∆Nd2 dvalues2
1

:= ∆Nd2 1.97=

∆Nptd2 dvalues2
2

:= ∆Nptd2 1.97−=

∆εd2 dvalues2
3

:= ∆εd2 0.0000147−=

∆εptd2 dvalues2
4

:= ∆εptd2 0.0000147−=

c) D/CG 3: Calculate redistribution of stresses in composite section from when it's made
composite to any time in the future

εshg3 SHRINKAGE fcg tgcomp, tginf, hum, Ag, perimg,( ):= εshg3 0.000109−=

φg3 CREEP fcg tgcomp, tginf, hum, Ag, perimg,( ):= φg3 0.74=

εshh3 SHRINKAGE fch thcomp, thinf, hum, Ah, perimh,( ):= εshh3 0=

φh3 CREEP fch thcomp, thinf, hum, Ah, perimh,( ):= φh3 0=

εshd3 SHRINKAGE fcd tdcomp, tdinf, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):=
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Mgfromdeck 1490.7=Mgfromdeck φd 10
6−⋅ Eg⋅ Ign⋅:=

φd 2.49=φd

εbot εtop−
depthg

:=

Moment in girder concrete due to deck weight only (kip-in):

kipsPconccomp 2.4−=Pconccomp σconc Agn⋅:=

σconc 0.00352−=σconc

Mdself cgtr cgn−( )⋅
Igtr

:=

Force in girder concrete at net cg due to deck weight only (kips):

kips Pstrcomp 2.4=Pstrcomp εcgs 10
6−⋅ Epsg⋅ Apsg⋅:=

Force in girder strands due to deck weight only (kips):

all strain values in microstrain/inch

Mdself

wdself Lg
2⋅

8
:= Mdself 1530= kip-in

Stresses in girder due to deck weight only:

σ top

Mdself depthg cgtr−( )⋅
Igtr

−:= σ top 0.22−=

σbot

Mdself cgtr⋅
Igtr

:= σbot 0.22=

σcgs

Mdself cgtr yps−( )⋅
Igtr

:= σcgs 0.19=

all stress values in ksi, positive indicates tension

εtop

σ top

Eg
10

6⋅:= εbot

σbot

Eg
10

6⋅:= εcgs

σcgs

Eg
10

6⋅:=

εtop 46.9−= εbot 45.3= εcgs 39.7=
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∆fpR3 1.42−= ksi 

Relaxation in deck post-tensioning strands from composite action to end of service life

ti tdcomp:= t tdinf:=
fpt4

Nptdoc

Aptd
:= fpt4 190.72=

ti 60= t 10000=

∆fpR4

fpt4−
KLpr

fpt4

fpy
0.55−


⋅ log 24 t⋅( )

log 24 ti⋅( )⋅:= ∆fpR4 1.7−= ksi 

Calculations for system after it becomes composite

a
td

2

th

2
+:= b

td

2
th+ depthg cgtr−( )+:= c

td

2
th+ depthg yps−( )+:=

a 4.5= b 23.82= c 39.75=

Revise starting values for composite analysis to include deck weight

Mgoc Mgopr Mgfromdeck+:= Mgoc 3116.9−=

Ngoc Ngopr Pconccomp+:= Ngoc 392.62−=

Npsoc Npsopr Pstrcomp+:= Npsoc 392.62=

Ndoc Ndopr:= Ndoc 175.08−=

Nptdoc Nptdopr:= Nptdoc 175.08=

Relaxation in girder prestressing strands from composite action to end of service life

ti tgcomp:= t tginf:=
fpt3

Npsoc

Apsg
:= fpt3 183.29=

ti 60= t 10000=

∆fpR3

fpt3−
KLpr

fpt3

fpy
0.55−


⋅ log 24 t⋅( )

log 24 ti⋅( )⋅:=
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coeff1

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

a

0

0

0

0

1

b

0

0

0

0

1

c

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

1

1

1

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1−

0

0

0

a

b

c





:=

cf2

1 µd φd3⋅+( )−
Ed Ad⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−

0

0

0

0

0

0

1 µh φh3⋅+( )−
Eh Ah⋅

0

0

1 µg φg3⋅+( )−
Eg Ag⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1 µd φd3⋅+( )−
Ed Id⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1 µg φg3⋅+( )−
Eg Ig⋅

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Aptd Eptd⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

1

0

0





:=

coeff2 cf2:= (Note: The matrix variable name above had to be shortened
to fix the matrix on the page for printing purposes)

coeff3

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−

0

0

0

0

1 µh φh3⋅+( )−
Eh Ih⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Apsg Epsg⋅

0

0

1




:=
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values14

0

0

0

0

0

0

Ndoc

Ad Ed⋅ φd3⋅ εshd3+

0

Ngoc

Ag Eg⋅ φg3⋅ εshg3+

Mgoc

Eg Ig⋅
φg3⋅

∆fpR4− Aptd⋅
εshh3

∆fpR3− Apsg⋅
0





:=
values14

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.000221−
0

0.000196−
0.000004−

1.556702

0

3.036427

0





= unknowns14

∆Nd

∆Nptd

∆Nh

∆Ng

∆Npsg

∆Md

∆Mh

∆Mg

∆εd
∆εptd

∆εh
∆εg
∆εpsg

∆χ





:=

∆χ

coeffs stack coeff1 coeff2, coeff3,( ):=

coeffs

1

0

0

0

0

0

0−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

1

4.5

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.00001−
0

0

1

23.8159

0

0

0

0

0

0

0−
0

0

0

0

0

1

39.75

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.00006−

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1

1

1

1

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

26163

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

61047

0

0

0

0

4.5

23.8159

39.75

0

1

0

1

0

0

0

1





=
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∆εtoph 1.784− 10
4−×=∆εtoph ∆εh χf

th

2
⋅−:=

∆εboth 1.795− 10
4−×=∆εboth ∆εh χf

th

2
⋅+:=

∆εtopg 1.798− 10
4−×=∆εtopg ∆εg χf depthg cg−( )⋅−:=

∆εbotg 2.223− 10
4−×=∆εbotg ∆εg χf cg⋅+:=

∆εh unknowns
11

:=

∆εg unknowns
12

:=∆εd unknowns
9

:=

Define values for plot of strain throughout composite cross-section

kips Nptdf 168.98=Nptdf Nptdoc unknowns
2

+:=

kips Ndf 108.35−=Ndf Ndoc unknowns
1

+:=

strain/inchχf 1.15− 10
6−×=χf unknowns

14
:=

unknowns14

∆Nd

∆Nptd

∆Nh

∆Ng

∆Npsg

∆Md

∆Mh

∆Mg

∆εd
∆εptd

∆εh
∆εg
∆εpsg

∆χ





:=

∆χ

unknowns

66.73037071

6.10269459−
33.89432117−
10.3029355−
16.43041945−
8.70613926−
0.01812849−

1059.73152115

0.00017376−
0.00017376−
0.00017892−
0.00020111−
0.0002194−

0.00000115−





=

unknowns coeffs
1−

values14⋅:=
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depth2
46

46


=ms2

169.16−
0


=

depth2
ytopd

ytopd




:=ms2
microstrains

1

0




:=

depth

46

42

38

37.5

18.43

0





=microstrains

169.2−
173.8−
178.4−
178.9−
201.1−
222.3−





=

depth

ytopd

yd

ybotd

yh

cg

ybotg





:=microstrains 10
6

∆εtopd

∆εd

∆εbotd

∆εh

∆εg

∆εbotg





⋅:=

ytopd 46=ytopd deptht:=

ybotd 38=ybotd depthg th+:=

ytoph 38=ytoph ytopg th+:=

yboth 37=yboth ytopg:=

ytopg 37=ytopg depthg:=

ybotg 0=ybotg 0:=

∆εtopd 1.692− 10
4−×=∆εtopd ∆εd χf

td

2
⋅−:=

∆εbotd 1.784− 10
4−×=∆εbotd ∆εd χf

td

2
⋅+:=
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Simple Span PCBT-37 Example

stressd

0.177−
0.188−
0.199−




=

stressd

Ndoc ∆Nd+
Ad

∆Md

td

2


⋅

Id
−

Ndoc ∆Nd+
Ad

0+

Ndoc ∆Nd+
Ad

∆Md

td

2


⋅

Id
+





:=

depthsd

ytopd

yd

ybotd




:=

Stresses in concrete:

∆Mg 1059.73=∆Mg unknowns
8

:=∆Ng 10.3−=∆Ng unknowns
4

:=

∆Mh 0.01813−=∆Mh unknowns
7

:=∆Nh 33.89−=∆Nh unknowns
3

:=

∆Md 8.71−=∆Md unknowns
6

:=∆Nd 66.73=∆Nd unknowns
1

:=

Define values for plot of stress throughout composite cross-section

Graph of strains in composite section

300 200 100 0

10

20

30

40

50

depth

depth2

microstrains ms2,
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Simple Span PCBT-37 Example

depthsh

ytoph

yh

yboth




:=

stressh

∆Nh

Ah

∆Mh

th

2


⋅

Ih
−

∆Nh

Ah
0+

∆Nh

Ah

∆Mh

th

2


⋅

Ih
+





:=

stressh

0.719−
0.721−
0.723−




=

depthsg

ytopg

cg

ybotg




:=

stressg

Ngoc ∆Ng+
Ag

∆Mg depthg cg−( )⋅
Ig

−
Mgoc depthg cg−( )⋅

Ig
−

Ngoc ∆Ng+
Ag

0+

Ngoc ∆Ng+
Ag

∆Mg cg( )⋅
Ig

+
Mgoc depthg cg−( )⋅

Ig
+





:=

stressg

0.28−
0.583−
0.888−




=

depthshz1

ytopd

ytopd




:= stresshz1

stressd1

0




:=

depthshz2

ybotd

ytoph




:= stresshz2

stressd3

stressh1




:=

depthshz3

yboth

ytopg




:= stresshz3

stressh3

stressg1




:=
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Simple Span PCBT-37 Example

Graph of stresses in composite section (ksi)

1 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.2

10

20

30

40

50

depthsd

depthsh

depthsg

depthshz1

depthshz2

depthshz3

stressd stressh, stressg, stresshz1, stresshz2, stresshz3,

Conclusions for simple span with concrete girder

Initial compression in deck (ksi) Final compression at top, middle, &
bottom of deck (ksi)

σsimpleinitial

Ndo

Ad
:=

stressd

0.177−
0.188−
0.199−




= ksi σsimpleinitial 0.307−= ksi 
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APPENDIX C 

Continuous Span Bridge Model Details 

 

C.1: General Procedures 

 The equations for computing the live load distribution factors for moment in an interior 

girder were: 

 

Interior girder, moment, two or more lanes loaded: 

 
0.10.6 0.2

2 3
0.075

9.5 12
g

s

KS S
DFM

L Lt

      = +           
 (C.1) 

where: 

 2( )g gK n I Ae= +  (C.2) 

 
2 2
s

g h

t d
e t= + +  (C.3) 

S = girder spacing, ft 

L = span length, ft 

ts = slab thickness, in 

n = modular ratio of girder material to deck concrete 

A = area 

th = haunch thickness, in 

d = depth of girder, in 

 

Interior girder, moment, one lane loaded: 

 
0.10.4 0.3

1 3
0.06

14 12
g

s

KS S
DFM

L Lt

      = +           
 (C.4) 

 

Interior girder, moment, fatigue: 

 1
f

DFM
DFM

m
=  (C.5) 
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where: 

m = multiple presence factor, which indicates the number of lanes loaded 

 

The largest and therefore controlling one of these three distribution factors for moment was 

always the DFM2, which was then used to factor the stress due to live loads in every bridge 

model.   

 

C.2: Steel Girder Bridges 

 An example Mathcad model consisting of two continuous 90 ft spans of W36x232 steel 

girders at 9 ft spacing is provided at the end of this appendix.   

 

C.3: Prestressed Concrete Girder Bridges 

 An example Mathcad model consisting of three continuous 100 ft spans of AASHTO 

Type IV prestressed concrete girders at 9 ft spacing is provided at the end of this appendix.  

Details regarding calculations performed in these models are provided in the following. 

 The straight strand layout for each prestressed concrete girder in the simple span models 

was established by filling in the available strand locations in each girder from the bottom up.  

The center of gravity of the prestressing strands was then calculated for the resulting strand 

layout in each girder. 

 The harped strand layout for each prestressed concrete girder in the continuous span 

analyses was designed using an iterative process in which the number and location of harped 

strands was adjusted based on allowable and actual stresses at the critical locations along each 

beam.  The number of strands able to be held in each row of each girder type was accounted for 

in this procedure.  The allowable stress limits were: 

 
'3

1000
ci

ti

f
f =  (C.6) 

 
'0.6

1000
ci

ci

f
f

−
=  (C.7) 

where: 

fti = allowable tensile stress, ksi 

f’ci = compressive strength of concrete in girder, psi 
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fci = allowable compressive stress, ksi 

 

In general, the actual stresses at the supports and harping points were: 

 
( ) ( )jack jack tr tr o tr

ti
tr tr tr

P P e d c M d c
f

A I I

− − −
= + −  (C.8) 

 jack jack tr tr o tr
ci

tr tr tr

P P e c M c
f

A I I

−
= − +  (C.9) 

where: 

fti = actual tensile stress, ksi 

fci = actual compressive stress, ksi 

Pjack = jacking force in strands, kips 

Atr = transformed area of girder at appropriate cross section, in2 

etr = transformed eccentricity of prestress at appropriate cross section, in. 

d = depth of girder, in. 

ctr = centroid of transformed girder at appropriate cross section, in. 

I tr = moment of inertia of transformed girder at appropriate cross section, in4 

Mo = initial moment in the girder due to self weight, kip-in (equal to zero at supports) 

 

 Figure C.1 illustrates the general layout of each prestressed concrete girder, and Table 

C.1 provides the corresponding dimensions and strand centers of gravity obtained from the 

iterative design process explained above.   
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Figure C.1: Layout of each Prestressed Concrete Girder in a Continuous Span 

 

Table C.1: Characteristics of Prestressed Concrete Girders with Harped Strands 

Girder Girder Span No. of ½ in. No. of No. of Strand cg Strand cg 
Type Spacing Length Dia. Strands Straight Harped at Supp at HP 

  (ft) (ft)   Strands Strands (in from bot.) (in from bot.) 
40 14 12 2 6.93 2.25 

6 
75 28 24 4 7.64 3.25 
40 14 12 2 6.93 2.25 

PCBT-37 
9 

- - - - - - 
65 16 14 2 9.34 2.50 

6 
125 50 44 6 10.82 5.21 
50 18 16 2 8.78 2.69 

PCBT-61 
9 

85 28 24 4 11.07 3.25 
85 20 18 2 10.72 2.85 

6 
150 50 42 8 16.53 5.21 
70 22 20 2 10.14 2.98 

PCBT-85 
9 

125 44 38 6 14.72 4.52 
45 8 6 2 10.00 2.00 

6 
70 28 24 4 8.29 4.86 
35 8 6 2 10.50 3.50 

AASHTO 
Type II     

(d = 36") 9 
55 24 20 4 9.33 5.67 
75 16 12 4 14.50 2.50 

6 
120 54 44 10 13.41 5.63 
65 18 14 4 13.33 2.67 

AASHTO 
Type IV    
(d = 54") 9 

100 50 42 8 12.00 5.28 
100 22 18 4 14.91 2.91 

6 
160 76 64 12 16.21 7.68 
100 30 26 4 12.13 3.60 

AASHTO 
Type VI    
(d = 72") 9 

140 76 64 12 16.21 7.68 
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 Once the girder designs were complete, the time-dependent analyses were performed as 

in the concrete girder simple spans, but this time repeated three times for each section (A, B, and 

C) denoted along each span.  The variables used to calculate section properties and other 

quantities throughout the continuous concrete girder bridge models are defined in Appendix A, 

with an additional “A,” “B,” or “C” to denote the cross section under consideration.   

 The next complication which was unique to the continuous concrete girder bridges 

involved finding the time-dependent stress induced at the interior support(s).  Since these spans 

did not have the constant curvature of the spans with steel girders, the portion of the force 

method which required finding the deflection upon removal of the interior support(s) was much 

more complex.  This deflection was found by applying the moment-area method to a graph of the 

changes in curvature from the D/CG 3 phase at each section along the continuous spans.  The 

graph from the AASHTO Type IV example is shown in Figure C.2.   

 

Figure C.2: Change in Curvature during Phase D/CG 3 vs. Length 

 

In this case, the changes in curvature during the D/CG 3 time interval were all negative.  

However, in other instances, these changes were either all positive or both positive and negative.  

An Excel spreadsheet was created to expedite the moment-area calculations required to find the 

initial deflections for each two and three-span continuous concrete girder bridge model.   

 Following the computation of the initial deflection at the interior support(s), the steps to 

complete the force method as well as the rest of the models were identical to those described in 

the previous section for the continuous steel girder bridge models.   



Two Span Cont. W36x232 Example

KLpr 45:=

Deck time intervals

tdpt 55:= tdcomp 60:= tdinf 10000:=

Calculated properties - deck

Ad td wd⋅:= Id

wd td
3⋅

12
:= Ed 57 fcd⋅:= perimd 2 wd⋅:= len

Lg

12
numspans⋅:=

Ad 918= Id 5527= Ed 4031= perimd 216= len 180=

Adws td 0.5+( ) wd⋅:=Calculated properties - P/T strand

Aptd numstrdpt Astrd⋅:= fpy 0.9 fpu⋅:= Adws 972=

Aptd 1.377= fpy 243=

ORIGIN 1:=

Deck Panel Prestress Losses:
Precast Concrete Deck with Steel Girder, 2 Cont. Sp ans
Parametric Study: W36x232, 9' spc., 90' span

Inputs (data to be entered is under blue headings)

a) Steel girder properties

Girder section properties - general

Ag 68.1:= Ig 15000:= Eg 29000:= depthg 37.1:=

topwg 12.1:= Lg 90 12⋅:= cg 18.55:=

b) Concrete deck and post-tensioning strand properties

Deck section properties

td 8.5:= wd 108:= µd 0.7:= fcd 5000:= numspans 2:=

Post tensioning strand properties

numstrdpt 9:= Astrd 0.153:= Eptd 28500:= fpu 270:=
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Two Span Cont. W36x232 Example

deptht 46.6=yps 42.35=yd 42.35=yh 37.6=

deptht depthg th+ td+:=yps yd:=yd depthg th+
td

2
+:=yh depthg

th

2
+:=

e) Composite section properties

hum 70:=

d) General properties

perimh 2=Eh 4031=Ih 1.008=Ah 12.1=wh 12.1=

perimh 2 th⋅:=Eh Ed:=Ih

wh th
3⋅

12
:=Ah th topwg⋅:=wh topwg:=

Calculated properties - haunch

thinf tdinf:=thcomp 0.75:=

Haunch time intervals

fch fcd:=µh 0.7:=th 1:=

Haunch section properties

c) Haunch properties
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Two Span Cont. W36x232 Example

Creep and Shrinkage Models (from AASHTO LRFD 2006 Interims)

CREEP fci t1, t2, hum, area, perim,( ) ktd2
t2 t1−( )

61
4 fci⋅
1000


− t2 t1−( )+

←

kla t1
0.118−←

khc 1.56 0.008 hum⋅( )−←

kvs max 1.45 0.13
area

perim


⋅− 0,
←

kf
5

1
fci

1000
+

←

creep 1.90 ktd2⋅ kla⋅ kvs⋅ khc⋅ kf⋅←
creep

:=

SHRINKAGE fci t1, t2, hum, area, perim,( ) ktd1
t1

61
4 fci⋅
1000


− t1+

←

ktd2
t2

61
4 fci⋅
1000


− t2+

←

khs 2 0.014 hum⋅( )−←

kvs max 1.45 0.13
area

perim


⋅− 0,
←

kf
5

1
fci

1000
+

←

shrink 480− 10
6−⋅ ktd2 ktd1−( )⋅ kvs⋅ khs⋅ kf⋅←

shrink

:=

Sign Convention:
Tension = Lengthening = (+)
Compression = (-)
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Two Span Cont. W36x232 Example

m 0.00487= kips/inch

Note xAS is NOT LONGER
than the bridge...xAS

∆S Aptd⋅ Eptd⋅
m

12
:= xAS 144.88= feet 

PSL 2 m⋅ xAS⋅ 12⋅:= PSL 16.93= kips 

Plive Pjack PSL−:= Plive 280.502= kips 

Pmid Pjack

PSL

2
−:= Pmid 288.967= kips 

Pavg

Plive Pmid+
2


 xAS⋅

Pmid Pdead+
2


 len xAS−( )⋅+

len
:= Pavg 285.36= kips 

Outline of calculation steps for a steel girder wit h precast, post-tensioned deck panels

a) D/SG 1: Calculate redistribution of stresses in deck from post-tensioning to composite action

b) D/SG 2: Calculate redistribution of stresses in composite section from when it's made
composite to any time in the future

a) D/SG 1: Calculate redistribution of stresses in deck from post-tensioning to composite
action

Compute state of stress immediately following stressing - use average force in tendons

Pjack 0.80 fpu⋅ numstrdpt Astrd⋅:= Pjack 297.4= kips

Consider seating losses....

Note: Post-tensioning tendons are straight so only have wobble losses --> k*l term

α 0:= µ 0:= k 0.0002:= per foot of length ∆S
3

8
:= inch len 180=

Pdead Pjack e
µ α⋅ k len⋅+( )−⋅:= Pdead 286.9= kips

m
Pjack Pdead−

len 12⋅:=
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Two Span Cont. W36x232 Example

dvalues1 deqns1
1−

dans1⋅:=

dans1

Ndo

Ad Ed⋅ φd1⋅ εshd1+

∆fpR1− Aptd⋅
0

0





:=

dvar1

∆Nd1

∆Nptd1

∆εd1

∆εptd1





:=

∆εptd1

deqns1

1 µd φd1⋅+( )−
Ad Ed⋅

0

1

0

0

1−
1

0

1

0

0

1

0

Aptd Eptd⋅
0

1−





:=

φd1 0.096=φd1 CREEP fcd tdpt, tdcomp, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):=

εshd1 0.00000774−=εshd1 SHRINKAGE fcd tdpt, tdcomp, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):=

ksi ∆fpR1 2.31−=∆fpR1

fpt−
KLpr

fpt

fpy
0.55−


⋅ log 24 t⋅( )

log 24 ti⋅( )⋅:=

t 5=ti 0.75=

t tdcomp tdpt−:=ti thcomp:=

fpt 207.23=fpt

Pavg

Aptd
:=Average stress in tendons

Relaxation in deck post-tensioning strands from transfer to composite action

kips kips 

Ndo 285.36−=Ndo Nptdo−:=Nptdo 285.36=Nptdo Pavg:=

Ndo Nptdo+ 0=

Initial state of internal equilibrium, assuming
1) No tendon eccentricity
2) Self-weight causes no significant stresses
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Two Span Cont. W36x232 Example

kip/inwdself 0.084=wdself Adws
0.150

12
3

⋅:=

Need to add deck weight moment to girder:

kip-inMgself 2815.51=Mgself

wg Lg
2⋅

8
:=

kip/inwg 0.019=wg Ag
0.490

12
3

⋅:=

Initial moment at midspan of steel girder is due to self-weight only:

Need to establish all starting values based on results of previous stages: variables with
subscript "oc" indicate starting values for composite stage

φd2 0.873=φd2 CREEP fcd tdcomp, tdinf, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):=

εshd2 0.000147−=

dvalues1

3.7335124

3.7335124−
0.0000141−
0.0000141−




=

∆Nd1 dvalues1
1

:= ∆Nd1 3.734= deck should be losing
compression --> +

∆Nptd1 dvalues1
2

:= ∆Nptd1 3.734−= PT strands should be
losing tension --> -∆εd1 dvalues1

3
:= ∆εd1 0.0000141−=

∆εptd1 dvalues1
4

:= ∆εptd1 0.0000141−=

b) D/SG 2: Calculate redistribution of stresses in composite section from when it's made
composite to any time in the future

εshh2 SHRINKAGE fch thcomp, thinf, hum, Ah, perimh,( ):= εshh2 0.000265−=

φh2 CREEP fch thcomp, thinf, hum, Ah, perimh,( ):= φh2 1.082=

εshd2 SHRINKAGE fcd tdcomp, tdinf, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):=
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Two Span Cont. W36x232 Example

φd 28.28=

Mgfromdeck φd 10
6−⋅ Eg⋅ Ig⋅:= Mgfromdeck 12301.9=

Revise starting values for composite analysis to include girder and deck weights (kips and in)

Ndo 285.36−=
Mgoc Mgself Mgfromdeck+:= Mgoc 15117.38=

Nptdo 285.36=
Ndoc Ndo ∆Nd1+:= Ndoc 281.627−=

Nptdoc Nptdo ∆Nptd1+:= Nptdoc 281.627=

Relaxation in deck post-tensioning strands from composite action to end of service life

fpt2 Nptdoc:= t tdinf tdcomp−:= ti tdcomp:=

t 9940= ti 60=

Mdself

wdself Lg
2⋅

8
:= Mdself 12301.875= kip-in

Check deck weight moment...

Stresses in girder due to deck weight only:

σ top

Mdself depthg cg−( )⋅
Ig

−:= σbot

Mdself cg⋅
Ig

:=
all stress values in ksi,
positive indicates tension

σ top 15.21−= σbot 15.21=

Strains in girder due to deck weight only:

εtop

σ top

Eg
10

6⋅:= εbot

σbot

Eg
10

6⋅:= all strain values in
microstrain/inch

εtop 524.6−= εbot 524.6=

Moment in girder due to deck weight only (kip-in):

φd

εbot εtop−
depthg

:=
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Two Span Cont. W36x232 Example

∆fpR2

fpt2−
KLpr

fpt2

fpy
0.55−


⋅ log 24 t⋅( )

log 24 ti⋅( )⋅:= ∆fpR2 6.489−= ksi 

Calculations for system after it becomes composite

a
td

2

th

2
+:= b

td

2
th+ depthg cg−( )+:=

a 4.75= b 23.8=

coeff1

1

0

0

0

0

1 µd φd2⋅+( )−
Ad Ed⋅

0

0

1

a

0

0

0

0

0

1 µh φh2⋅+( )−
Ah Eh⋅

1

b

0

0

0

0

1−
Ag Eg⋅

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

1

1

1

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

1−

0

1

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

a

b

0

0

0





:=

vars12

∆Nd

∆Nh

∆Ng

∆Nptd

∆Md

∆Mh

∆Mg

∆εd

∆εh

∆εg

∆εptd

∆χ





:=

∆χ

coeff2

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−

0

0

0

0

1 µd φd2⋅+( )−
Id Ed⋅

0

0

0

0

1 µh φh2⋅+( )−
Ih Eh⋅

0

0

0

0

1−
Ig Eg⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Aptd Eptd⋅

0

0

0

0

1

1

1





:=

coeffs stack coeff1 coeff2,( ):=
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coeffs

1

0

0

0

0

0.0000004−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1

4.75

0

0

0

0

0

0.000036−
0

0

0

0

1

23.8

0

0

0

0

0.0000005−
0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.0000001−
0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.0004325−
0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0−

0

0

1

1

1

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

39244.5

0

0

0

0

0

0

4.75

23.8

0

0

0

0

1

1

1





=

values12

0

0

0

0

0

Ndoc

Ad Ed⋅ φd2⋅ εshd2+

0

εshh2

∆fpR2− Aptd⋅
0

0

0





:=
values12

0

0

0

0

0

0.00021−
0

0.00026−
8.93529

0

0

0





=

answers coeffs
1−

values12⋅:=
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∆εtoph 1.458− 10
4−×=∆εtoph ∆εh χf

th

2
⋅−:=

∆εboth 1.408− 10
4−×=∆εboth ∆εh χf

th

2
⋅+:=

∆εtopg 1.408− 10
4−×=∆εtopg ∆εg χf depthg cg−( )⋅−:=

∆εbotg 4.464 10
5−×=∆εbotg ∆εg χf cg⋅+:=

∆εg answers
10

:=

∆εh answers
9

:=

∆εd answers
8

:=

Define values for plot of strain throughout composite cross-section

strain/inchχf 5 10
6−×=χf answers

12
:=

kips Nptdf 266.14=Nptdf Nptdoc answers
4

+:=

kips Ndf 174.6−=Ndf Ndoc answers
1

+:=

kip-inMgf 17291.19=Mgf Mgoc answers
7

+:=

vars12

∆Nd

∆Nh

∆Ng

∆Nptd

∆Md

∆Mh

∆Mg

∆εd

∆εh

∆εg

∆εptd

∆χ





:=

∆χ

answers

107.03098488

3.37072098

94.91282107−
15.48888479−
69.0993659

0.01155471

2173.80329612

0.00016699−
0.00014326−
0.00004806−
0.00016699−
0.000005





=
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depth2
46.6

46.6


=ms2

188.232−
0


=

depth2
ytopd

ytopd




:=ms2
microstrains

1

0




:=

depth

46.6

42.35

38.1

37.6

18.55

0





=microstrains

188.2−
167−

145.8−
143.3−
48.1−
44.6





=

depth

ytopd

yd

ybotd

yh

cg

ybotg





:=microstrains 10
6

∆εtopd

∆εd

∆εbotd

∆εh

∆εg

∆εbotg





⋅:=

ytopd 46.6=ytopd deptht:=

ybotd 38.1=ybotd depthg th+:=

ytoph 38.1=ytoph ytopg th+:=

yboth 37.1=yboth ytopg:=

ytopg 37.1=ytopg depthg:=

ybotg 0=ybotg 0:=

∆εtopd 1.882− 10
4−×=∆εtopd ∆εd χf

td

2
⋅−:=

∆εbotd 1.458− 10
4−×=∆εbotd ∆εd χf

td

2
⋅+:=
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depthsd

ytopd

yd

ybotd




:=stressd

0.243−
0.19−
0.137−




=

stressd

Ndoc ∆Nd+
Ad

∆Md

td

2


⋅

Id
−

Ndoc ∆Nd+
Ad

0+

Ndoc ∆Nd+
Ad

∆Md

td

2


⋅

Id
+





:=

Stresses in concrete:

Ndf 174.596−=∆Mh 0.01155=∆Mh answers
6

:=
Ndoc 281.627−=∆Md 69.1=∆Md answers

5
:=

Ndo 285.36−=∆Nh 3.371=∆Nh answers
2

:=

∆Nd 107.03=∆Nd answers
1

:=

depthsg

ytopg

cg

ybotg




:=stressg

4.082−
1.394−

1.295




=stressg

∆εtopg Eg⋅
∆εg Eg⋅

∆εbotg Eg⋅




:=

Stresses in steel:

Define values for plot of stress throughout composite cross-section

Graph of strains in composite section

200 100 0 100

10

20

30

40

50

depth

depth2

microstrains ms2,

137



Two Span Cont. W36x232 Example

stressh

∆Nh

Ah

∆Mh

th

2


⋅

Ih
−

∆Nh

Ah
0+

∆Nh

Ah

∆Mh

th

2


⋅

Ih
+





:= stressh

0.273

0.279

0.284




= depthsh

ytoph

yh

yboth




:=

depthshz1

ytopd

ytopd




:= stresshz1

stressd1

0




:=

depthshz2

ybotd

ytoph




:= stresshz2

stressd3

stressh1




:=

depthshz3

yboth

ytopg




:= stresshz3

stressh3

stressg1




:=
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Graph of stresses in composite section (ksi)

5 4 3 2 1 0 1 2

10

20

30

40

50

depthsd

depthsh

depthsg

depthshz1

depthshz2

depthshz3

stressd stressh, stressg, stresshz1, stresshz2, stresshz3,

Conclusions for simple span with steel girder

Initial compression at top of deck (ksi) Final compression at top, middle, &
bottom of deck (ksi)

σsimpleinitial

Ndo

Ad
:=

stressd

0.243−
0.19−
0.137−




= ksi σsimpleinitial 0.311−= ksi 
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Apstr npg Aptd⋅:= Ahtr nhg Ah⋅:=

Adtr 127.586= Apstr 1.353= Ahtr 1.682=

(areas transformed to steel equivalent of that in girder)

Atr Ag Apstr+ Adtr+ Ahtr+:= Atr 198.7=

ctr

Ag cg⋅ Apstr yps⋅+ Adtr yd⋅+ Ahtr yh⋅+
Atr

:= ctr 34.15=

Itr Ig Ag ctr cg−( )2⋅+ Apstr yps ctr−( )2⋅+ Id ndg⋅+ Adtr yd ctr−( )2⋅+ Ih nhg⋅+ Ahtr yh ctr−( )2⋅+:=

Itr 41031.1=

Age-adjusted transformed section - for use with permanent loads

Edaatr

Ed

1 µd φdc⋅+:= Ehaatr

Eh

1 µh φhc⋅+:=

Edaatr 2502= Ehaatr 2293=

Add Continuity:
Precast Concrete Deck with Steel Girder, Two Contin uous Spans

Find transformed section properties (regular and age adjusted) for composite section including
haunch

φdc CREEP fcd tdcomp, tdinf, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):= φdc 0.873=

φhc CREEP fch thcomp, thinf, hum, Ah, perimh,( ):= φhc 1.082=

Regular transformed section - for use with transient loads

Deck mod. ratio P/T mod. ratio Haunch mod. ratio

ndg

Ed

Eg
:= npg

Eptd

Eg
:= nhg

Eh

Eg
:=

ndg 0.139= npg 0.983= nhg 0.139=

Adtr ndg Ad⋅:=
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χ L
2

8
⋅ P L

3⋅
48 E⋅ I⋅=

Equate expressions for ∆ and solve for P:

∆ P L
3⋅

48 E⋅ I⋅=

Midspan deflection (upward) due to restoring force P:

∆ χ L
2

8
⋅=

Midspan deflection (downward) due to constant curvature:

Iatr 36415.1=Iatr Iatr1 Iatr2+:=

Iatr2 Ih nhga⋅ Ahatr yh catr−( )2⋅+:=

Iatr1 Ig Ag catr cg−( )2⋅+ Apsatr yps catr−( )2⋅+ Id ndga⋅+ Adatr yd catr−( )2⋅+:=

catr 31.49=catr

Ag cg⋅ Apsatr yps⋅+ Adatr yd⋅+ Ahatr yh⋅+
Aatr

:=

Aatr 149.6=Aatr Ag Apsatr+ Adatr+ Ahatr+:=

(areas transformed to steel equivalent of that in girder)

Ahatr 0.957=Apsatr 1.353=Adatr 79.193=

Ahatr nhga Ah⋅:=Apsatr npga Aptd⋅:=Adatr ndga Ad⋅:=

nhga 0.079=npga 0.983=ndga 0.0863=

nhga

Ehaatr

Eg
:=npga

Eptd

Eg
:=ndga

Edaatr

Eg
:=

Haunch mod. ratioP/T mod. ratioDeck mod. ratio
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ksiσcompLL 1.015=σcompLL

Mneg deptht ctr−( )⋅
Itr

ndg⋅:=

Stress at top of composite section due to live loads (tension):

kip-inMneg 24072=Mneg MQCon
12

1000
⋅:=

MQCon 2.006 10
6⋅:=

Obtain negative moment over middle support from QConBridge (ft-lbs):

ksi σcompFredist 0.243−=σcompFredist stressd1
:=

Stress in top fiber due to force redistribution over time at midspan of a single span:

ksi σcompM 0.28343=σcompM

Mmax deptht catr−( )⋅
Iatr

ndga⋅:=

Stress at top fiber of composite section at middle support
(tensile due to negative M over middle support):

kip-inMmax 7916=Mmax

P Lt⋅
4

:=

Maximum negative moment:

kips P 14.66=P
48 Eg⋅ Iatr⋅ χf⋅ Lt

2⋅

8 Lt
3⋅

:=

Lt 2160=

χf 4.997 10
6−×=Lt Lg 2⋅:=Lg 1080=Iatr 36415.144=Eg 29000=

Check variable values...
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σcompfinal 0.571=σcompinitial 0.311−=

σcompfinal σcompFredist σcompM+ σcompLLf+:=σcompinitial

Ndo

Ad
:=

Final stress in deck (ksi)Initial compression in deck (ksi)

Conclusions for continuous span with steel girder

ksi - tension!!!σcompLLf 0.531=σcompLLf σcompLL DFM⋅ 0.8⋅:=

DFM 0.654=DFM max DFM2 DFM1, DFMf,( ):=

DFMf 0.458=DFMf

DFM1

mp
:=

mp 1:=

DFM1 0.458=DFM1 0.06

wd

12

14





0.4

wd

Lg




0.3
Kg

Lg td
3⋅




0.1




+:=

DFM2 0.654=DFM2 0.075

wd

12

9.5





0.6

wd

Lg




0.2
Kg

Lg td
3⋅




0.1




+:=

Kg 385475.5=Kg n Ig Ag eg
2⋅ + ⋅:=

n 7.2=n
Eg

Ed
:=eg 23.8=eg

td

2
th+

depthg

2
+:=

Factor LL using DFM and 0.8 Service III factor:
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KLpr 45:=

fpu 270:= fpj% 0.75:=

Girder time intervals

tgcast 1:= tgcomp 60:= tginf 10000:=

Calculated properties - girder

Eg 57 fcg⋅:= Lt Lg numspans⋅:=

Eg 4769= Lt 3600=

Calculated properties - P/S strand

Apsg numstrg Astrg⋅:= fpj fpj% fpu⋅:= fpy 0.9 fpu⋅:=

Apsg 7.65= fpj 202.5= fpy 243=

ORIGIN 1:=

Deck Panel Prestress Losses: 
Precast Concrete Deck with Concrete Girder, 3 Cont.  Spans
Parametric Study: AASHTO Type IV, 9' spc., 100' spa n

Inputs (data to be entered is under blue headings)

a) Concrete girder and prestressing strand properties

Girder section properties - general

depthg 54:= topwg 20:= perimg 166.43:= Lg 100 12⋅:=

Lg 1200=
cg 24.73:= Ag 789:= Ig 260730:=

fcg 7000:= µg 0.7:= numspans 3:=

Prestressing strand properties

numstrg 50:= Astrg 0.153:= Epsg 28500:=
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Adws td 0.5+( ) wd⋅:=

Adws 918=

Calculated properties - P/T strand

Aptd numstrdpt Astrd⋅:= Aptd 1.84=

c) Haunch properties

Haunch section properties

th 1:= µh 0.7:= fch fcd:=

Haunch time intervals

thcomp tgcomp:= thinf tginf:=

Calculated properties - haunch

wh topwg:= Ah th topwg⋅:= Ih

wh th
3⋅

12
:= Eh Ed:= perimh 2 th⋅:=

wh 20= Ah 20= Ih 1.67= Eh 4031= perimh 2=

b) Concrete deck and post-tensioning strand properties

Deck section properties

td 8:= wd 108:= µd 0.7:= fcd 5000:=

Post tensioning strand properties

numstrdpt 12:= Astrd 0.153:= Eptd 28500:=

Deck time intervals

tdpt 55:= tdcomp tgcomp:= tdinf tginf:=

Calculated properties - deck

Ad td wd⋅:= Id

wd td
3⋅

12
:= Ed 57 fcd⋅:= perimd 2 wd⋅:= len

Lg

12
numspans⋅:=

Ad 864= Ed 4031= perimd 216= len 300=
Id 4608=
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xharp 480=

xC 0.5 Lg⋅:= xC 600=

numhp 8:= numst 42:=

At section A - support

ypshpA
2 52⋅ 2 50⋅+ 2 48⋅+ 2 46⋅+

numhp
:= ypshpA 49=

ypsstA
12 2⋅ 10 4⋅+ 10 6⋅+ 8 8⋅+ 2 10⋅+

numst
:= ypsstA 4.95=

ypsA

numhp ypshpA⋅ numst ypsstA⋅+
numstrg

:= ypsA 12=

egA cg ypsA−:= egA 12.73=

Calculated net section properties - girder

Agn Ag Apsg−:= Agn 781.35=

Apsgst numst Astrg⋅:= Apsgst 6.43=

d) General properties

hum 70:= n
Epsg

Eg
:= n 5.98=

e) Composite section properties

yh depthg

th

2
+:= yd depthg th+

td

2
+:= ypt yd:= deptht depthg th+ td+:=

yh 54.5= yd 59= ypt 59= deptht 63=

f) Sections for analysis of continuous spans

xA 0 Lg⋅:= xA 0=

xB 0.25 Lg⋅:= xB 300=

xharp 0.4 Lg⋅:=
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egtrA 12.14=egtrA cgtrA ypsA−:=

IgtrA 276541.56=

IgtrA Ig Ag cg cgtrA−( )2⋅+ Apstrst cgtrA ypsstA−( )2⋅+ Apstrhp cgtrA ypshpA−( )2⋅+:=

cgtrA 24.14=cgtrA

Ag cg⋅ Apstr ypsA⋅+
Ag Apstr+:=

Agtr 827.07=Agtr Ag Apstr+:=

Apstrhp 6.09=Apstrhp numhp Astrg⋅ n 1−( )⋅:=

Apstrst 31.98=Apstrst numst Astrg⋅ n 1−( )⋅:=

Apstr 38.07=Apstr Apsg n 1−( )⋅:=

Calculated transformed section properties - girder

egnA 12.85=egnA cgnA ypsA−:=

IgnA 257483.33=

IgnA Ig Ag cg cgnA−( )2⋅+ Apsgst cgnA ypsstA−( )2⋅− Apsghp cgnA ypshpA−( )2⋅−:=

cgnA 24.85=cgnA

Ag cg⋅ Apsg ypsA⋅−
Agn

:=

Apsghp 1.22=Apsghp numhp Astrg⋅:=
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cgtrB 23.95=cgtrB

Ag cg⋅ Apstr ypsB⋅+
Ag Apstr+:=

Agtr 827.07=

Apstrhp 6.09=
(from above)

Apstrst 31.98=

Apstr 38.07=

Calculated transformed section properties - girder

egnB 17.1=egnB cgnB ypsB−:=

IgnB 258190.18=

IgnB Ig Ag cg cgnB−( )2⋅+ Apsgst cgnB ypsstB−( )2⋅− Apsghp cgnB ypshpB−( )2⋅−:=

cgnB 24.9=cgnB

Ag cg⋅ Apsg ypsB⋅−
Agn

:=

Apsghp 1.22=

Apsgst 6.43=from above...

Agn 781.35=

Calculated net section properties - girder

egB 16.93=egB cg ypsB−:=

ypsB 7.8=ypsB

numhp ypshpB⋅ numst ypsstB⋅+
numstrg

:=

ypsstB 4.95=ypsstB ypsstA:=

ypshpB 22.75=ypshpB 22.75:=

At section B - between support and harping point - at 0.25*L
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egnC 19.64=egnC cgnC ypsC−:=

IgnC 257803.34=

IgnC Ig Ag cg cgnC−( )2⋅+ Apsgst cgnC ypsstC−( )2⋅− Apsghp cgnC ypshpC−( )2⋅−:=

cgnC 24.92=cgnC

Ag cg⋅ Apsg ypsC⋅−
Agn

:=

Apsghp 1.22=

Apsgst 6.43=
from above...

Agn 781.35=

Calculated net section properties - girder

egC 19.45=egC cg ypsC−:=

ypsC 5.28=ypsC

numhp ypshpC⋅ numst ypsstC⋅+
numstrg

:=

ypsstC 4.95=ypsstC ypsstA:=

ypshpC 7=ypshpC 7:=

At section C - beyond harping point

egtrB 16.15=egtrB cgtrB ypsB−:=

IgtrB 272759.49=

IgtrB Ig Ag cg cgtrB−( )2⋅+ Apstrst cgtrB ypsstB−( )2⋅+ Apstrhp cgtrB ypshpB−( )2⋅+:=
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Calculated transformed section properties - girder

Apstr 38.07=
from above...

Apstrst 31.98=

Apstrhp 6.09=

Agtr 827.07=

cgtrC

Ag cg⋅ Apstr ypsC⋅+
Ag Apstr+:= cgtrC 23.83=

IgtrC Ig Ag cg cgtrC−( )2⋅+ Apstrst cgtrC ypsstC−( )2⋅+ Apstrhp cgtrC ypshpC−( )2⋅+:=

IgtrC 274489.64=

egtrC cgtrC ypsC−:= egtrC 18.55=
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Creep and Shrinkage Models (from AASHTO LRFD 2006 Interims)

CREEP fci t1, t2, hum, area, perim,( ) ktd2
t2 t1−( )

61
4 fci⋅
1000


− t2 t1−( )+

←

kla t1
0.118−←

khc 1.56 0.008 hum⋅( )−←

kvs max 1.45 0.13
area

perim


⋅− 0,
←

kf
5

1
fci

1000
+

←

creep 1.90 ktd2⋅ kla⋅ kvs⋅ khc⋅ kf⋅←
creep

:=

SHRINKAGE fci t1, t2, hum, area, perim,( ) ktd1
t1

61
4 fci⋅
1000


− t1+

←

ktd2
t2

61
4 fci⋅
1000


− t2+

←

khs 2 0.014 hum⋅( )−←

kvs max 1.45 0.13
area

perim


⋅− 0,
←

kf
5

1
fci

1000
+

←

shrink 480− 10
6−⋅ ktd2 ktd1−( )⋅ kvs⋅ khs⋅ kf⋅←

shrink

:=

Sign Convention:
Tension = Lengthening = (+)
Compression = (-)
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MgselfC 12328.13=MgselfC

wg xC⋅
2

Lg xC−( )⋅:=

MgselfB 9246.09=MgselfB

wg xB⋅
2

Lg xB−( )⋅:=

MgselfA 0=MgselfA

wg xA⋅
2

Lg xA−( )⋅:=

Moment at points A, B, and C due to girder self-weight only (girder is still simply supported):

kips/inchwg 0.068=wg Ag
0.150

12
3

⋅:=

Girder self-weight:

xC 600=xC 0.5 Lg⋅:=

xharp 480=xharp 0.4 Lg⋅:=

xB 300=xB 0.25 Lg⋅:=

xA 0=xA 0 Lg⋅:=

Need to consider 3 different locations in girder

a) D/CG 1: Calculate redistribution of stresses in girder from transfer to composite action
with deck

Outline of calculation steps for a precast, prestre ssed girder with precast,
post-tensioned deck panels

a) D/CG 1: Calculate redistribution of stresses in girder from transfer to composite action with
deck

b) D/CG 2: Calculate redistribution of stresses in deck from post-tensioning to composite
action with girder

c) D/CG 3: Calculate redistribution of stresses in composite section from when it's made
composite to any time in the future
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PiC 1412.76= kips 

NpsoA PiA:= NpsoA 1425.7= kips 

NpsoB PiB:= NpsoB 1420.8= kips 

NpsoC PiC:= NpsoC 1412.8= kips 

Initial force in net concrete section is equal to initial force in prestressing strand:

NgoA NpsoA−:= NgoA 1425.7−= kips 

NgoB NpsoB−:= NgoB 1420.8−= kips 

NgoC NpsoC−:= NgoC 1412.8−= kips 

Jacking force in prestressing strand:

Pjack fpj Apsg⋅:= Pjack 1549.13= kips 

Initial force in prestressing strand (jacking force minus ES losses):

fcgpA

Pjack

Agtr

Pjack egtrA
2⋅

IgtrA
+

MgselfA egtrA⋅
IgtrA

−:= fcgpA 2.7= ksi 

fcgpB

Pjack

Agtr

Pjack egtrB
2⋅

IgtrB
+

MgselfB egtrB⋅
IgtrB

−:= fcgpB 2.81= ksi 

fcgpC

Pjack

Agtr

Pjack egtrC
2⋅

IgtrC
+

MgselfC egtrC⋅
IgtrC

−:= fcgpC 2.98= ksi 

PiA Pjack n fcgpA⋅ Apsg⋅( )−:= PiA 1425.73= kips 

PiB Pjack n fcgpB⋅ Apsg⋅( )−:= PiB 1420.8= kips 

PiC Pjack n fcgpC⋅ Apsg⋅( )−:=
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ksi ∆fpR1C 1.97−=∆fpR1C

fptC−
KLpr

fptC

fpy
0.55−


⋅ log 24 t⋅( )

log 24 ti⋅( )⋅:=

fptC 184.68=fptC

NpsoC

Apsg
:=

ksi ∆fpR1B 2.02−=∆fpR1B

fptB−
KLpr

fptB

fpy
0.55−


⋅ log 24 t⋅( )

log 24 ti⋅( )⋅:=

fptB 185.72=fptB

NpsoB

Apsg
:=

ksi ∆fpR1A 2.06−=∆fpR1A

fptA−
KLpr

fptA

fpy
0.55−


⋅ log 24 t⋅( )

log 24 ti⋅( )⋅:=

t 60=ti 1=

t tgcomp:=ti tgcast:=fptA 186.37=fptA

NpsoA

Apsg
:=

Average stress in tendons

Relaxation in girder prestressing strands from transfer to composite action

kip-inMgoC 15419.2−=MgoC MgselfC NpsoC egnC⋅−:=

kip-inMgoB 15043.5−=MgoB MgselfB NpsoB egnB⋅−:=

kip-inMgoA 18327.2−=MgoA MgselfA NpsoA egnA⋅−:=

Mgo− Mgself+ Npso egn⋅− 0=

Sum moments about net centroid of girder to get initial moment at each location:
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Girder time interval 1: Girder shrinkage & creep from transfer to deck placement
Calculate at each point A B C

εshg1 SHRINKAGE fcg tgcast, tgcomp, hum, Ag, perimg,( ):= εshg1 0.000157−=

φg1 CREEP fcg tgcast, tgcomp, hum, Ag, perimg,( ):= φg1 0.63=

Calcs at A

geqns1A

1

0

1 µg φg1⋅+( )−
Eg Agn⋅

0

0

0

1

egA

0

1−
0

0

0

1

0

0

0

1 µg φg1⋅+( )−
Eg IgnA⋅

0

0

1

0

1

0

0

0

0

Apsg Epsg⋅
1−

0

0

0

0

0

egA

1





:= gvar1

∆Ng1

∆Npsg1

∆Mg1

∆εg1

∆εpsg1

∆χg1





:=

∆χg1

Note: Ngo and Mgo both go in as
negative values heregans1A

0

0

NgoA

Eg Agn⋅ φg1⋅ εshg1+

∆fpR1A− Apsg⋅
0

MgoA

Eg IgnA⋅ φg1⋅





:=

gvalues1A geqns1A
1−

gans1A⋅:=

*Redistribution of stresses in girder from transfer to
deck placementgvalues1A

114.772635

114.772635−
1461.055646

0.000356−
0.000454−
0.000008−





=
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gvalues1B

113.268785

113.268785−
1917.640532

0.000355−
0.000449−
0.000006−





=
*Redistribution of stresses in girder from transfer to
deck placement

gvalues1B geqns1B
1−

gans1B⋅:=

gans1B

0

0

NgoB

Eg Agn⋅ φg1⋅ εshg1+

∆fpR1B− Apsg⋅
0

MgoB

Eg IgnB⋅ φg1⋅





:=
Note: Ngo and Mgo both go in as
negative values here

gvar1

∆Ng1

∆Npsg1

∆Mg1

∆εg1

∆εpsg1

∆χg1





:=

∆χg1

geqns1B

1

0

1 µg φg1⋅+( )−
Eg Agn⋅

0

0

0

1

egB

0

1−
0

0

0

1

0

0

0

1 µg φg1⋅+( )−
Eg IgnB⋅

0

0

1

0

1

0

0

0

0

Apsg Epsg⋅
1−

0

0

0

0

0

egB

1





:=

Calcs at B

∆χg1A 0.00000776−=∆χg1A gvalues1A
6

:=

∆εpsg1A 0.000454−=∆εpsg1A gvalues1A
5

:=

∆εg1A 0.000356−=∆εg1A gvalues1A
4

:=

∆Mg1A 1461.06=∆Mg1A gvalues1A
3

:=

∆Npsg1A 114.77−=∆Npsg1A gvalues1A
2

:=

∆Ng1A 114.77=∆Ng1A gvalues1A
1

:=
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*Redistribution of stresses in girder from transfer to
deck placement

gvalues1C

114.763102

114.763102−
2232.142326

0.000353−
0.000457−
0.000005−





=

gvalues1C geqns1C
1−

gans1C⋅:=

gans1C

0

0

NgoC

Eg Agn⋅ φg1⋅ εshg1+

∆fpR1C− Apsg⋅
0

MgoC

Eg IgnC⋅ φg1⋅





:=
Note: Ngo and Mgo both go in as
negative values here

gvar1

∆Ng1

∆Npsg1

∆Mg1

∆εg1

∆εpsg1

∆χg1





:=

∆χg1

geqns1C

1

0

1 µg φg1⋅+( )−
Eg Agn⋅

0

0

0

1

egC

0

1−
0

0

0

1

0

0

0

1 µg φg1⋅+( )−
Eg IgnC⋅

0

0

1

0

1

0

0

0

0

Apsg Epsg⋅
1−

0

0

0

0

0

egC

1





:=

Calcs at C

∆χg1B 0.00000551−=∆χg1B gvalues1B
6

:=

∆εpsg1B 0.000449−=∆εpsg1B gvalues1B
5

:=

∆εg1B 0.000355−=∆εg1B gvalues1B
4

:=

∆Mg1B 1917.64=∆Mg1B gvalues1B
3

:=

∆Npsg1B 113.27−=∆Npsg1B gvalues1B
2

:=

∆Ng1B 113.27=∆Ng1B gvalues1B
1

:=
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∆S
3

8
:= inch len 300=

Pdead Pjack e
µ α⋅ k len⋅+( )−⋅:= Pdead 373.5= kips

m
Pjack Pdead−

len 12⋅:= m 0.00642= kips/inch

Note xAS is SHORTER than
the bridge...xAS

∆S Aptd⋅ Eptd⋅
m

12
:= xAS 145.74= feet 

PSL 2 m⋅ xAS⋅ 12⋅:= PSL 22.44= kips 

Plive Pjack PSL−:= Plive 374.14= kips 

Pmid Pjack

PSL

2
−:= Pmid 385.36= kips 

∆Ng1C gvalues1B
1

:= ∆Ng1C 113.27=

∆Npsg1C gvalues1B
2

:= ∆Npsg1C 113.27−=

∆Mg1C gvalues1B
3

:= ∆Mg1C 1917.64=

∆εg1C gvalues1B
4

:= ∆εg1C 0.000355−=

∆εpsg1C gvalues1B
5

:= ∆εpsg1C 0.000449−=

∆χg1C gvalues1B
6

:= ∆χg1C 0.00000551−=

b) D/CG 2: Calculate redistribution of stresses in deck from post-tensioning to
composite action

Compute state of stress immediately following stressing - use average force in tendons

Pjack 0.80 fpu⋅ numstrdpt Astrd⋅:= Pjack 396.6= kips

Consider seating losses....

Note: Post-tensioning tendons are straight so only have wobble losses --> k*l term

α 0:= µ 0:= k 0.0002:= per foot of length
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dvar2

∆Nd2

∆Nptd2

∆εd2

∆εptd2




:=

∆εptd2

deqns2

1 µd φd2⋅+( )−
Ad Ed⋅

0

1

0

0

1−
1

0

1

0

0

1

0

Aptd Eptd⋅
0

1−





:=

φd2 0.1=φd2 CREEP fcd tdpt, tdcomp, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):=

εshd2 0.00000802−=εshd2 SHRINKAGE fcd tdpt, tdcomp, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):=

ksi ∆fpR2 0.91−=∆fpR2

fpt2−
KLpr

fpt2

fpy
0.55−


⋅ log 24 t⋅( )

log 24 ti⋅( )⋅:=

t 5=ti 60=

t tdcomp tdpt−:=ti thcomp:=

fpt2 206.74=fpt2

Pavg

Aptd
:=Average stress in tendons

Relaxation in deck post-tensioning strands from transfer to composite action

Ndo 379.58−=Ndo Nptdo−:=Nptdo 379.58=Nptdo Pavg:=

Ndo Nptdo+ 0=

Initial state of internal equilibrium, assuming
1) No tendon eccentricity
2) Self-weight causes no significant stresses

kips Pavg 379.58=Pavg

Plive Pmid+
2


 xAS⋅

Pmid Pdead+
2


 len xAS−( )⋅+

len
:=
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φd3 0.9=φd3 CREEP fcd tdcomp, tdinf, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):=

εshd3 0.000152−=εshd3 SHRINKAGE fcd tdcomp, tdinf, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):=

φh3 0.15=φh3 CREEP fch thcomp, thinf, hum, Ah, perimh,( ):=

εshh3 0.000025−=εshh3 SHRINKAGE fch thcomp, thinf, hum, Ah, perimh,( ):=

φg3 0.61=φg3 CREEP fcg tgcomp, tginf, hum, Ag, perimg,( ):=

εshg3 0.00009−=εshg3 SHRINKAGE fcg tgcomp, tginf, hum, Ag, perimg,( ):=

c) D/CG 3: Calculate redistribution of stresses in composite section from when it's made
composite to any time in the future

∆εptd2 0.0000165−=∆εptd2 dvalues2
4

:=

∆εd2 0.0000165−=∆εd2 dvalues2
3

:=

∆Nptd2 7.82−=∆Nptd2 dvalues2
2

:=

∆Nd2 7.82=∆Nd2 dvalues2
1

:=

dvalues2

7.822326

7.822326−
0.0000165−
0.0000165−




=

dvalues2 deqns2
1−

dans2⋅:=dans2

Ndo

Ad Ed⋅ φd2⋅ εshd2+

∆fpR2− Apsg⋅
0

0





:=
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MdselfA 0= kip-in

Stresses in girder due to deck weight only:

σ topA

MdselfA depthg cgtrA−( )⋅
IgtrA

−:= σ topA 0=

σbotA

MdselfA cgtrA⋅
IgtrA

:= σbotA 0=

σcgsA

MdselfA cgtrA ypsA−( )⋅
IgtrA

:= σcgsA 0=

all stress values in ksi, positive indicates tension

εtopA

σ topA

Eg
10

6⋅:= εbotA

σbotA

Eg
10

6⋅:= εcgsA

σcgsA

Eg
10

6⋅:=

εtopA 0= εbotA 0= εcgsA 0=

all strain values in microstrain/inch

Need to establish all starting values based on results of previous stages: variables with
subscript  "pr" (prime) indicate starting values for composite stage

Calcs at A

MgoprA MgoA ∆Mg1A+:= MgoprA 16866.1−=

NgoprA NgoA ∆Ng1A+:= NgoprA 1.3− 10
3×=

NpsoprA NpsoA ∆Npsg1A+:= NpsoprA 1.3 10
3×=

Ndopr Ndo ∆Nd2+:= Ndopr 371.8−=

Nptdopr Nptdo ∆Nptd2+:= Nptdopr 371.8=

Need to add deck weight moment to girder

wtd Adws
0.150

12
3

⋅:= wtd 0.08= kip/in

MdselfA

wtd xA⋅
2

Lg xA−( )⋅:=
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NgocA NgoprA PconccompA+:= NgocA 1310.95−=

NpsocA NpsoprA PstrcompA+:= NpsocA 1310.95=

Ndoc Ndopr:= Ndoc 371.76−=

Nptdoc Nptdopr:= Nptdoc 371.76=

Relaxation in girder prestressing strands from composite action to end of service life

ti tgcomp:= t tginf:=
fpt3A

NpsocA

Apsg
:= fpt3A 171.37=

ti 60= t 10000=

∆fpR3A

fpt3A−
KLpr

fpt3A

fpy
0.55−


⋅ log 24 t⋅( )

log 24 ti⋅( )⋅:= ∆fpR3A 1.01−= ksi 

Force in girder strands due to deck weight only (kips):

PstrcompA εcgsA 10
6−⋅ Epsg⋅ Apsg⋅:= PstrcompA 0= kips 

Force in girder concrete at net cg due to deck weight only (kips):

σconcA

MdselfA cgtrA cgnA−( )⋅
IgtrA

:= σconcA 0=

PconccompA σconcA Agn⋅:= PconccompA 0= kips

Moment in girder concrete due to deck weight only (kip-in):

φdA

εbotA εtopA−
depthg

:= φdA 0=

MgfromdeckA φdA 10
6−⋅ Eg⋅ IgnA⋅:= MgfromdeckA 0=

Revise starting values for composite analysis to include deck weight

MgocA MgoprA MgfromdeckA+:= MgocA 16866.13−=
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unknowns14

∆Nd

∆Nptd

∆Nh

∆Ng

∆Npsg

∆Md

∆Mh

∆Mg

∆εd
∆εptd

∆εh
∆εg
∆εpsg

∆χ





:=

∆χ

coeff1A

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

a

0

0

0

0

1

b

0

0

0

0

1

c

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

1

1

1

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1−

0

0

0

a

b

c





:=

c 47=b 34.86=a 4.5=

c
td

2
th+ depthg ypsA−( )+:=b

td

2
th+ depthg cgtrA−( )+:=a

td

2

th

2
+:=

Calculations for system after it becomes composite

ksi ∆fpR4 2.17−=∆fpR4

fpt4−
KLpr

fpt4

fpy
0.55−


⋅ log 24 t⋅( )

log 24 ti⋅( )⋅:=

t 10000=ti 60=
fpt4 202.48=fpt4

Nptdoc

Aptd
:=

t tdinf:=ti tdcomp:=

Relaxation in deck post-tensioning strands from composite action to end of service life
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c2A

1 µd φd3⋅+( )−
Ed Ad⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−

0

0

0

0

0

0

1 µh φh3⋅+( )−
Eh Ah⋅

0

0

1 µg φg3⋅+( )−
Eg Ag⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1 µd φd3⋅+( )−
Ed Id⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1 µg φg3⋅+( )−
Eg Ig⋅

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Aptd Eptd⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

1

0

0



:=

coeff2A c2A:= Note: Matrix variable name had to be shortened to fit on the page for printing purposes.

coeff3A

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−

0

0

0

0

1 µh φh3⋅+( )−
Eh Ih⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Apsg Epsg⋅

0

0

1




:=

values14A

0

0

0

0

0

0

Ndoc

Ad Ed⋅ φd3⋅ εshd3+

0

NgocA

Ag Eg⋅ φg3⋅ εshg3+

MgocA

Eg Ig⋅
φg3⋅

∆fpR4− Aptd⋅
εshh3

∆fpR3A− Apsg⋅
0





:=
values14A

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.000249−
0

0.000302−
0.000008−

3.986228

0.000025−
7.70257

0





=

164



Three Span Cont. AASHTO IV Example

coeffsA stack coeff1A coeff2A, coeff3A,( ):=

coeffsA

1

0

0

0

0

0

0−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

1

4.5

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.00001−
0

0

1

34.85592

0

0

0

0

0

0

0−
0

0

0

0

0

1

47

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.00016−

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1

1

1

1

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

52326

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

218025

0

0

0

0

4.5

34.85592

47

0

1

0

1

0

0

0

1





=

unknownsA coeffsA
1−

values14A⋅:=

unknownsA

120.86844394

14.05173279−
13.34111395−
10.50398935−
82.97160784−
36.98755265−
0.01982438−

4362.83421947

0.00019236−
0.00019236−

0.000207−
0.00030573−
0.00034523−
0.00000325−





=
unknowns14A

∆Nd

∆Nptd

∆Nh

∆Ng

∆Npsg

∆Md

∆Mh

∆Mg

∆εd
∆εptd

∆εh
∆εg
∆εpsg

∆χ





:=

∆χ

∆χfinalA unknownsA
14

:= ∆χfinalA 3.25− 10
6−×= strain/inch

χfinalA ∆χg1A ∆χfinalA+:= χfinalA 1.1− 10
5−×=
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depthsh

ytoph

yh

yboth




:=stresshAf

0.661−
0.667−
0.673−




=stresshAf

∆Nh

Ah

∆Mh

th

2


⋅

Ih
−

∆Nh

Ah
0+

∆Nh

Ah

∆Mh

th

2


⋅

Ih
+





:=

depthsd

ytopd

yd

ybotd




:=stressdAf

0.26−
0.29−
0.32−




=stressdAf

Ndoc ∆Nd+
Ad

∆Md

td

2


⋅

Id
−

Ndoc ∆Nd+
Ad

0+

Ndoc ∆Nd+
Ad

∆Md

td

2


⋅

Id
+





:=

Stresses in concrete:

ytopd 63=ytopd deptht:=

ybotd 55=ybotd depthg th+:=∆Mg 4362.83=∆Mg unknownsA
8

:=

∆Mh 0.01982−=∆Mh unknownsA
7

:= ytoph 55=ytoph ytopg th+:=
∆Md 36.99−=∆Md unknownsA

6
:=

yboth 54=yboth ytopg:=
∆Ng 10.5−=∆Ng unknownsA

4
:=

ytopg 54=ytopg depthg:=∆Nh 13.34−=∆Nh unknownsA
3

:=

ybotg 0=ybotg 0:=∆Nd 120.87=∆Nd unknownsA
1

:=

Conclusions for stresses at section A
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depthsg

ytopg

cg

ybotg




:=

stressgAf

NgoprA ∆Ng+
Ag

∆Mg depthg cg−( )⋅
Ig

−
MgoprA depthg cg−( )⋅

Ig
−

NgoprA ∆Ng+
Ag

0+

NgoprA ∆Ng+
Ag

∆Mg cg( )⋅
Ig

+
MgoprA depthg cg−( )⋅

Ig
+





:=

stressgAf

0.271−
1.675−
3.154−




=

depthshz1

ytopd

ytopd




:= stresshz1

stressdAf1

0




:=

depthshz2

ybotd

ytoph




:= stresshz2

stressdAf3

stresshAf1




:=

depthshz3

yboth

ytopg




:= stresshz3

stresshAf3

stressgAf1




:=
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Graph of stresses in composite section (ksi)
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depthsd

depthsh

depthsg

depthshz1

depthshz2

depthshz3

stressdAf stresshAf, stressgAf, stresshz1, stresshz2, stresshz3,
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σ topB 1.19−=

σbotB

MdselfB cgtrB⋅
IgtrB

:= σbotB 0.94=

σcgsB

MdselfB cgtrB ypsB−( )⋅
IgtrB

:= σcgsB 0.64=

all stress values in ksi, positive indicates tension

εtopB

σ topB

Eg
10

6⋅:= εbotB

σbotB

Eg
10

6⋅:= εcgsB

σcgsB

Eg
10

6⋅:=

εtopB 248.5−= εbotB 198.1= εcgsB 133.6=

all strain values in microstrain/inch

Force in girder strands due to deck weight only (kips):

PstrcompB εcgsB 10
6−⋅ Epsg⋅ Apsg⋅:= PstrcompB 29.1= kips 

Calcs at B

MgoprB MgoB ∆Mg1B+:= MgoprB 13125.8−=

NgoprB NgoB ∆Ng1B+:= NgoprB 1.3− 10
3×=

NpsoprB NpsoB ∆Npsg1B+:= NpsoprB 1.3 10
3×=

Note Ndopr and Nptdopr are same as above for A

Add deck weight moment to girder

MdselfB

wtd xB⋅
2

Lg xB−( )⋅:= MdselfB 10757.813= kip-in

Stresses in girder due to deck weight only:

σ topB

MdselfB depthg cgtrB−( )⋅
IgtrB

−:=
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ksi ∆fpR3B 1.12−=∆fpR3B

fpt3B−
KLpr

fpt3B

fpy
0.55−


⋅ log 24 t⋅( )

log 24 ti⋅( )⋅:=

t 10000=ti 60=
fpt3B 174.73=fpt3B

NpsocB

Apsg
:=

t tginf:=ti tgcomp:=

Relaxation in girder prestressing strands from composite action to end of service life

are same as above for ANptdocand NdocNote

NpsocB 1336.65=

Force in girder concrete at net cg due to deck weight only (kips):

σconcB

MdselfB cgtrB cgnB−( )⋅
IgtrB

:= σconcB 0.03727−=

PconccompB σconcB Agn⋅:= PconccompB 29.1−= kips

Moment in girder concrete due to deck weight only (kip-in):

φdB

εbotB εtopB−
depthg

:= φdB 8.27=

MgfromdeckB φdB 10
6−⋅ Eg⋅ IgnB⋅:= MgfromdeckB 10183.2=

Revise starting values for composite analysis to include deck weight

MgocB MgoprB MgfromdeckB+:= MgocB 2942.65−=

NgocB NgoprB PconccompB+:= NgocB 1336.65−=

NpsocB NpsoprB PstrcompB+:=
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Calculations for system after it becomes composite

a
td

2

th

2
+:= b

td

2
th+ depthg cgtrB−( )+:= c

td

2
th+ depthg ypsB−( )+:=

a 4.5= b 35.05= c 51.2=

coeff1

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

a

0

0

0

0

1

b

0

0

0

0

1

c

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

1

1

1

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1−

0

0

0

a

b

c





:=

unknowns14

∆Nd

∆Nptd

∆Nh

∆Ng

∆Npsg

∆Md

∆Mh

∆Mg

∆εd
∆εptd

∆εh
∆εg
∆εpsg

∆χ





:=

∆χ

cf2

1 µd φd3⋅+( )−
Ed Ad⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−

0

0

0

0

0

0

1 µh φh3⋅+( )−
Eh Ah⋅

0

0

1 µg φg3⋅+( )−
Eg Ag⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1 µd φd3⋅+( )−
Ed Id⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1 µg φg3⋅+( )−
Eg Ig⋅

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Aptd Eptd⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

1

0

0





:=

coeff2 cf2:=
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coeff3

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−

0

0

0

0

1 µh φh3⋅+( )−
Eh Ih⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Apsg Epsg⋅

0

0

1




:=

values14

0

0

0

0

0

0

Ndoc

Ad Ed⋅ φd3⋅ εshd3+

0

NgocB

Ag Eg⋅ φg3⋅ εshg3+

MgocB

Eg Ig⋅
φg3⋅

∆fpR4− Aptd⋅
εshh3

∆fpR3B− Apsg⋅
0





:=
values14

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.000249−
0

0.000306−
0.000001−

3.986228

0.000025−
8.552952

0





=
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coeffs stack coeff1 coeff2, coeff3,( ):=

coeffs

1

0

0

0

0

0

0−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

1

4.5

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.00001−
0

0

1

35.04924

0

0

0

0

0

0

0−
0

0

0

0

0

1

51.2

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.00016−

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1

1

1

1

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

52326

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

218025

0

0

0

0

4.5

35.04924

51.2

0

1

0

1

0

0

0

1





=

unknowns coeffs
1−

values14⋅:=

unknowns

13.32525119

16.69090279−
16.23087844−

90.28692796

70.69039792−
9.37356302−
0.00502399−

537.27785883

0.0002428−
0.0002428−
0.00024651−
0.00027169−

0.000285−
0.00000082−





=
unknowns14

∆Nd

∆Nptd

∆Nh

∆Ng

∆Npsg

∆Md

∆Mh

∆Mg

∆εd
∆εptd

∆εh
∆εg
∆εpsg

∆χ





:=

∆χ

∆χfinalB unknowns
14

:= ∆χfinalB 8.24− 10
7−×= strain/inch

χfinalB ∆χg1B ∆χfinalB+:= χfinalB 6.33− 10
6−×=
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all strain values in microstrain/inch

εcgsC 203.3=εbotC 261.2=εtopC 330.5−=

εcgsC

σcgsC

Eg
10

6⋅:=εbotC

σbotC

Eg
10

6⋅:=εtopC

σ topC

Eg
10

6⋅:=

all stress values in ksi, positive indicates tension

σcgsC 0.97=σcgsC

MdselfC cgtrC ypsC−( )⋅
IgtrC

:=

σbotC 1.25=σbotC

MdselfC cgtrC⋅
IgtrC

:=

σ topC 1.58−=σ topC

MdselfC depthg cgtrC−( )⋅
IgtrC

−:=

Stresses in girder due to deck weight only:

kip-inMdselfC 14343.75=MdselfC

wtd xC⋅
2

Lg xC−( )⋅:=

Add deck weight moment to girder

are same as above for ANptdoprandNdoprNote

NpsoprC 1.3 10
3×=NpsoprC NpsoC ∆Npsg1C+:=

NgoprC 1.3− 10
3×=NgoprC NgoC ∆Ng1C+:=

MgoprC 13501.5−=MgoprC MgoC ∆Mg1C+:=

Calcs at C
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NgocC 1343.82−=

NpsocC NpsoprC PstrcompC+:= NpsocC 1343.82=

Note Ndoc and Nptdoc are same as above for A and B

Relaxation in girder prestressing strands from composite action to end of service life

ti tgcomp:= t tginf:=
fpt3C

NpsocC

Apsg
:= fpt3C 175.66=

ti 60= t 10000=

∆fpR3C

fpt3C−
KLpr

fpt3C

fpy
0.55−


⋅ log 24 t⋅( )

log 24 ti⋅( )⋅:= ∆fpR3C 1.15−= ksi 

Force in girder strands due to deck weight only (kips):

PstrcompC εcgsC 10
6−⋅ Epsg⋅ Apsg⋅:= PstrcompC 44.3= kips 

Force in girder concrete at net cg due to deck weight only (kips):

σconcC

MdselfC cgtrC cgnC−( )⋅
IgtrC

:= σconcC 0.05673−=

PconccompC σconcC Agn⋅:= PconccompC 44.3−= kips

Moment in girder concrete due to deck weight only (kip-in):

φdC

εbotC εtopC−
depthg

:= φdC 10.96=

MgfromdeckC φdC 10
6−⋅ Eg⋅ IgnC⋅:= MgfromdeckC 13471.8=

Revise starting values for composite analysis to include deck weight

MgocC MgoprC MgfromdeckC+:= MgocC 29.74−=

NgocC NgoprC PconccompC+:=
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Calculations for system after it becomes composite

a
td

2

th

2
+:= b

td

2
th+ depthg cgtrC−( )+:= c

td

2
th+ depthg ypsC−( )+:=

a 4.5= b 35.17= c 53.72=

coeff1

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

a

0

0

0

0

1

b

0

0

0

0

1

c

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

1

1

1

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1−

0

0

0

a

b

c





:=

unknowns14

∆Nd

∆Nptd

∆Nh

∆Ng

∆Npsg

∆Md

∆Mh

∆Mg

∆εd
∆εptd

∆εh
∆εg
∆εpsg

∆χ





:=

∆χ
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cf2

1 µd φd3⋅+( )−
Ed Ad⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−

0

0

0

0

0

0

1 µh φh3⋅+( )−
Eh Ah⋅

0

0

1 µg φg3⋅+( )−
Eg Ag⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1 µd φd3⋅+( )−
Ed Id⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1 µg φg3⋅+( )−
Eg Ig⋅

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Aptd Eptd⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

1

0

0





:=

coeff2 cf2:=

coeff3

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−

0

0

0

0

1 µh φh3⋅+( )−
Eh Ih⋅

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Apsg Epsg⋅

0

0

1




:=

values14

0

0

0

0

0

0

Ndoc

Ad Ed⋅ φd3⋅ εshd3+

0

NgocC

Ag Eg⋅ φg3⋅ εshg3+

MgocC

Eg Ig⋅
φg3⋅

∆fpR4− Aptd⋅
εshh3

∆fpR3C− Apsg⋅
0





:=
values14

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.000249−
0

0.000307−
0−

3.986228

0.000025−
8.795208

0





=
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coeffs stack coeff1 coeff2, coeff3,( ):=

coeffs

1

0

0

0

0

0

0−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

1

4.5

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.00001−
0

0

1

35.16523

0

0

0

0

0

0

0−
0

0

0

0

0

1

53.72

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0.00016−

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0−
0

0

0

0

0

0

1

1

1

1

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

52326

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1−
0

0

0

0

0

0

218025

0

0

0

0

4.5

35.16523

53.72

0

1

0

1

0

0

0

1





=

unknowns coeffs
1−

values14⋅:=

unknowns

10.71801719−
17.28093802−
16.88119119−

112.51704852

67.63690212−
3.34687349−
0.00179384−

243.91909016−
0.00025407−
0.00025407−
0.0002554−

0.00026442−
0.00026989−
0.00000029−





=
unknowns14

∆Nd

∆Nptd

∆Nh

∆Ng

∆Npsg

∆Md

∆Mh

∆Mg

∆εd
∆εptd

∆εh
∆εg
∆εpsg

∆χ





:=

∆χ

∆χfinalC unknowns
14

:= ∆χfinalC 2.94− 10
7−×= strain/inch

χfinalC ∆χg1C ∆χfinalC+:= χfinalC 5.8− 10
6−×=
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Summary of Curvatures 

1) Changes in curvature ∆χfinalA 3.25− 10
6−×=

∆χfinalB 8.24− 10
7−×=

∆χfinalC 2.94− 10
7−×=

curvchanges

∆χfinalA

∆χfinalB

∆χfinalC

∆χfinalB

∆χfinalA

∆χfinalA

∆χfinalB

∆χfinalC

∆χfinalB

∆χfinalA

∆χfinalA

∆χfinalB

∆χfinalC

∆χfinalB

∆χfinalA





:=
curvchanges

3.25− 10
6−×

8.24− 10
7−×

2.94− 10
7−×

8.24− 10
7−×

3.25− 10
6−×

3.25− 10
6−×

8.24− 10
7−×

2.94− 10
7−×

8.24− 10
7−×

3.25− 10
6−×

3.25− 10
6−×

8.24− 10
7−×

2.94− 10
7−×

8.24− 10
7−×

3.25− 10
6−×





=
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curvlengths

xA

xB

xC

Lg xB−
Lg xA−
Lg xA+
Lg xB+
Lg xC+

2 Lg⋅ xB−
2 Lg⋅ xA−
2 Lg⋅ xA+
2 Lg⋅ xB+
2 Lg⋅ xC+
3 Lg⋅ xB−
3 Lg⋅ xA−





:=

curvlengths

0

300

600

900

1200

1200

1500

1800

2100

2400

2400

2700

3000

3300

3600





=

Graph of changes in curvatures during last time interval

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000
4 .10

6

2 .10
6

0

curvchanges

curvlengths

Sign conventions

Tension = lengthening = +

Compression @ top = + curvature and
+ moment
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armr2 450=

At3 At2:= armt3 xC
2

3
xC xB−( )⋅+:=

At3 7.95 10
5−×= armt3 800=

Ar3 Ar2:= armr3 xC

xC xB−( )
2

+:=

Ar3 8.83 10
5−×= armr3 750=

At4 At1:= armt4 Lg

xB

3
−:=

At4 3.64 10
4−×= armt4 1100=

Ar4 Ar1:= armr4 Lg

xB

2
−:=

Ar4 2.47 10
4−×= armr4 1050=

Add Continuity

Moment-area method to find deflection if middle support removed:

Need sum of areas times moment arms
Sum moments from left support
Units: strain/inch*inch*inch = inches

Equations for entire graph being NEGATIVE with 3 upside-down U's

At1
1

2
xB⋅ ∆χfinalA ∆χfinalB−⋅:= armt1

xB

3
:=

At1 3.64 10
4−×= armt1 100=

Ar1 xB ∆χfinalB⋅:= armr1

xB

2
:=

Ar1 2.47 10
4−×= armr1 150=

At2
1

2
xC xB−( )⋅ ∆χfinalB ∆χfinalC−⋅:= armt2 xB

xC xB−( )
3

+:=

At2 7.95 10
5−×= armt2 400=

Ar2 xC xB−( ) ∆χfinalC⋅:= armr2 xB

xC xB−( )
2

+:=

Ar2 8.83 10
5−×=
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∆thirdpt
P L

3⋅
28 E⋅ I⋅=

and solve for restoring force P
where 
E = age adjusted E of girder
I = age adjusted transformed cross-section

∆thirdpt 1.8703−=

∆thirdpt ∆middle ∆mid1−( )−:=

inches ∆middle 2.0154=

∆middle ∆mid1 ∆mid2+ ∆mid3+:=

In this case, all areas are (-)

∆mid3 1.0802=∆mid3 At5 armt5⋅ Ar5 armr5⋅+ At6 armt6⋅+ Ar6 armr6⋅+:=

∆mid2 0.7901=∆mid2 At3 armt3⋅ Ar3 armr3⋅+ At4 armt4⋅+ Ar4 armr4⋅+:=

∆mid1 0.145=∆mid1 At1 armt1⋅ Ar1 armr1⋅+ At2 armt2⋅+ Ar2 armr2⋅+:=

armr6 1650=Ar6 8.83 10
5−×=

armr6 Lg xB+
xC xB−( )

2
+:=Ar6 Ar2:=

armt6 1600=At6 7.95 10
5−×=

armt6 Lg xB+
xC xB−( )

3
+:=At6 At2:=

armr5 1350=Ar5 2.47 10
4−×=

armr5 Lg

xB

2
+:=Ar5 Ar1:=

armt5 1300=At5 3.64 10
4−×=

armt5 Lg

xB

3
+:=At5 At1:=
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npsg 5.98=

Adtr ndg Ad⋅:= Apttr nptg Aptd⋅:= Ahtr nhg Ah⋅:= Apstr npsg Apsg⋅:=

Adtr 730.21= Apttr 10.97= Ahtr 16.9= Apstr 45.72=

(areas transformed to concrete equivalent of that in girder)

AT SECTION A

Atr Ag Adtr+ Apttr+ Ahtr+ Apstr+:= Atr 1592.8=

ctr

Ag cg⋅ Adtr yd⋅+ Apttr ypt⋅+ Ahtr yh⋅+ Apstr ypsA⋅+
Atr

:= ctr 40.63=

Itr1 Ig Ag ctr cg−( )2⋅+ Id ndg⋅+ Adtr yd ctr−( )2⋅+ Apttr ypt ctr−( )2⋅+:=

Itr2 Ih nhg⋅ Ahtr yh ctr−( )2⋅+ Apstr ypsA ctr−( )2⋅+:=

Itr Itr1 Itr2+:= Itr 754936.4=

Find transformed section properties (regular and age adjusted) for composite section including
haunch

φdc CREEP fcd tdcomp, tdinf, hum, Ad, perimd,( ):= φdc 0.9=

φhc CREEP fch thcomp, thinf, hum, Ah, perimh,( ):= φhc 0.15=

φgc CREEP fcg tgcomp, tginf, hum, Ag, perimg,( ):= φgc 0.61=

Regular transformed section - for use with transient loads

Deck mod. ratio P/T mod. ratio Haunch mod. ratio P/S mod. ratio

ndg

Ed

Eg
:= nptg

Eptd

Eg
:= nhg

Eh

Eg
:= npsg

Epsg

Eg
:=

ndg 0.845= nptg 5.98= nhg 0.845=
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Aptatr nptga Aptd⋅:= Ahatr nhga Ah⋅:= Apsatr npsga Apsg⋅:=

Adatr 637.6= Aptatr 15.65= Ahatr 21.87= Apsatr 65.2=

(areas transformed to age-adjusted concrete equivalent of that in girder)

AT SECTION A

Aatr Ag Adatr+ Aptatr+ Ahatr+ Apsatr+:= Aatr 1529.3= in^2

catr

Ag cg⋅ Adatr yd⋅+ Aptatr ypt⋅+ Ahatr yh⋅+ Apsatr ypsA⋅+
Aatr

:= catr 39.25= in

Iatr1 Ig Ag catr cg−( )2⋅+ Id ndga⋅+ Adatr yd catr−( )2⋅+ Aptatr ypt catr−( )2⋅+:=

Iatr2 Ih nhga⋅ Ahatr yh catr−( )2⋅+ Apsatr ypsA catr−( )2⋅+:=

Iatr Iatr1 Iatr2+:= Iatr 738784.9= in^4

Age-adjusted transformed section - for use with permanent loads

Edaatr

Ed

1 µd φdc⋅+:= Ehaatr

Eh

1 µh φhc⋅+:= Egaatr

Eg

1 µg φgc⋅+:=

Edaatr 2468= Ehaatr 3657= Egaatr 3344=

Deck mod. ratio P/T mod. ratio Haunch mod. ratio P/S mod. ratio

compare
each
element
to girder
mod. ratio

ndga

Edaatr

Egaatr
:= nptga

Eptd

Egaatr
:= nhga

Ehaatr

Egaatr
:= npsga

Epsg

Egaatr
:=

ndga 0.738= nptga 8.522= nhga 1.094= npsga 8.522=

Adatr ndga Ad⋅:=
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ksiσcompLL 0.655=σcompLL

Mneg deptht ctr−( )⋅
Itr

ndg⋅:=

Stress at top of composite section due to live loads (tension):

kip-inMneg 26160=Mneg MQCon
12

1000
⋅:=

MQCon 2180000:=

Obtain negative moment over middle support from QConBridge (ft-lbs):

ksi σcompFredist 0.258−=σcompFredist stressdAf1
:=

Stress in top fiber due to force redistribution over time at midspan of a single span:

ksi σcompM 0.0789−=σcompM

Mmax deptht catr−( )⋅
Iatr

ndga⋅:=

Stress at top fiber of composite section at middle support:

kip-inMmax 3328−=Mmax

P Lt⋅
3

:=

Maximum moment:

kipsP 2.77−=P
∆ thirdpt 28⋅ Egaatr⋅ Iatr⋅

Lt
3

:=

Lt 3600=Iatr 738784.94=Egaatr 3344.13=∆thirdpt
P L

3⋅
28 E⋅ I⋅=

Need force P to restore deflection at middle support to zero:
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σcompfinal 0.043=

σcompfinal σcompFredist σcompM+ σcompLLf+:=

Final stress in deck (ksi)

ksi σcompLLf 0.38=σcompLLf σcompLL DFM⋅ 0.8⋅:=

DFM 0.725=DFM max DFM2 DFM1, DFMf,( ):=

DFMf 0.5=DFMf

DFM1

mp
:=

mp 1:=

DFM1 0.5=DFM1 0.06

wd

12

14





0.4

wd

Lg




0.3
Kg

Lg td
3⋅




0.1




+:=

DFM2 0.72=DFM2 0.075

wd

12

9.5





0.6

wd

Lg




0.2
Kg

Lg td
3⋅




0.1




+:=

Kg 1404900.41=Kg n Ig Ag eg
2⋅ + ⋅:=

n 1.18=n
Eg

Ed
:=eg 34.27=eg

td

2
th+ depthg cg−( )+:=

Factor LL using DFM and 0.8 Service III factor:

186



Three Span Cont. AASHTO IV Example

SUMMARY 

Final stresses at section A (end of single beam)

Initial compression in deck (ksi) Compression at top, middle, & bottom of
deck after SS analysis (ksi)

stressdAi

Ndo

Ad
:=

stressdAf

0.258−
0.29−
0.322−




= ksi 

stressdAi 0.439−= ksi 

Final stress in deck (ksi)

σcompfinal σcompFredist σcompM+ σcompLLf+:=

σcompfinal 0.043=
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APPENDIX D 

Results of Continuous Steel Girder Bridge Parametric Studies 

 

 



No. of Initial Stress from Total Total
Girder Girder Span Strands Comp. Due to Due to Factored Stress Stress
Type Spc. Length in Deck in Deck Top Mid. Bot. Force Redist. LL DFM LL with LL without LL

(ft) (ft) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi)
W24x103 6 60 4 -206 -215 -141 -67 276 1416 0.483 547 608 61
W36x160 6 90 4 -207 -159 -109 -59 266 1559 0.476 594 701 107

PL 1, d=48 6 120 4 -207 -112 -76 -40 256 1448 0.474 549 693 144
W24x146 9 60 6 -206 -210 -138 -66 264 941 0.661 498 552 54
W36x232 9 90 6 -207 -157 -108 -59 260 1017 0.654 532 635 103

PL 2, d=50 9 120 6 -207 -118 -83 -48 243 955 0.646 494 619 125

W24x103 6 60 6 -309 -312 -230 -149 304 1413 0.483 546 538 -8
W36x160 6 90 6 -311 -250 -195 -140 293 1556 0.476 593 636 43

PL 1, d=48 6 120 6 -311 -199 -159 -120 283 1445 0.474 548 632 84
W24x146 9 60 9 -309 -302 -223 -144 288 939 0.661 497 483 -14
W36x232 9 90 9 -311 -243 -190 -137 283 1015 0.654 531 571 40

PL 2, d=50 9 120 9 -311 -201 -163 -125 266 952 0.646 492 557 65

W24x103 6 60 10 -515 -490 -395 -301 350 1408 0.483 544 404 -140
W36x160 6 90 10 -518 -419 -355 -291 338 1549 0.476 590 509 -81

PL 1, d=48 6 120 10 -518 -360 -314 -268 326 1438 0.474 545 511 -34
W24x146 9 60 15 -515 -448 -362 -275 316 935 0.661 494 362 -132
W36x232 9 90 15 -518 -385 -326 -268 311 1010 0.654 528 454 -74

PL 2, d=50 9 120 15 -518 -339 -297 -255 292 948 0.646 490 443 -47

W24x103 6 60 12 -618 -568 -469 -369 367 1405 0.483 543 342 -201
W36x160 6 90 12 -622 -494 -427 -360 354 1546 0.476 589 449 -140

PL 1, d=48 6 120 12 -622 -432 -384 -335 342 1435 0.474 544 454 -90
W24x146 9 60 18 -618 -496 -409 -322 316 934 0.661 494 314 -180
W36x232 9 90 18 -622 -432 -374 -315 311 1008 0.654 527 406 -121

PL 2, d=50 9 120 18 -622 -386 -344 -302 292 946 0.646 489 395 -94

W24x103 6 60 14 -721 -636 -533 -431 379 1403 0.483 542 285 -257
W36x160 6 90 14 -725 -560 -490 -421 365 1542 0.476 587 392 -195

PL 1, d=48 6 120 14 -725 -496 -446 -396 353 1431 0.474 543 400 -143
W24x146 9 60 21 -721 -522 -438 -354 304 932 0.661 493 275 -218
W36x232 9 90 21 -725 -460 -404 -347 299 1006 0.654 526 365 -161

PL 2, d=50 9 120 21 -725 -416 -376 -335 280 944 0.646 488 352 -136

Final Comp. in Deck
Simple Span Analysis

Table D.1: Two Span Continuous Steel Girder Bridge Parametric Studies
Bridge Properties ResultsContinuous Span Analysis

Tens. at Top of Deck
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No. of Initial Stress from Total Total
Girder Girder Span Strands Comp. Due to Due to Factored Stress Stress
Type Spc. Length in Deck in Deck Top Mid. Bot. Force Redist. LL DFM LL with LL without LL

(ft) (ft) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi)
W24x103 6 60 16 -824 -693 -589 -484 384 1400 0.483 541 232 -309
W36x160 6 90 16 -829 -616 -545 -475 370 1539 0.476 586 340 -246

PL 1, d=48 6 120 16 -829 -551 -500 -450 358 1428 0.474 541 348 -193
W24x146 9 60 24 -824 -522 -445 -368 278 930 0.661 492 248 -244
W36x232 9 90 24 -829 -465 -413 -362 273 1004 0.654 525 333 -192

PL 2, d=50 9 120 24 -829 -425 -388 -350 257 942 0.646 487 319 -168

W24x103 6 60 20 -1030 -766 -665 -564 371 1395 0.483 539 144 -395
W36x160 6 90 20 -1036 -691 -623 -555 358 1532 0.476 583 250 -333

PL 1, d=48 6 120 20 -1036 -629 -580 -531 346 1422 0.474 539 256 -283
W24x146 9 60 29 -996 -455 -400 -345 200 927 0.661 490 235 -255
W36x232 9 90 29 -1002 -414 -376 -339 195 1000 0.654 523 304 -219

PL 2, d=50 9 120 29 -1002 -385 -358 -331 184 938 0.646 485 284 -201

W24x103 6 60 24 -1236 -776 -687 -598 324 1390 0.483 537 85 -452
W36x160 6 90 24 -1243 -710 -650 -591 311 1526 0.476 581 182 -399

PL 1, d=48 6 120 24 -1243 -656 -613 -570 302 1415 0.474 537 183 -354
W24x146 9 60 36 -1236 -196 -196 -195 1 923 0.661 488 293 -195
W36x232 9 90 36 -1243 -192 -192 -192 -2 995 0.654 521 327 -194

PL 2, d=50 9 120 36 -1243 -192 -192 -192 -1 933 0.646 482 289 -193

W24x103 6 60 29 -1494 -680 -624 -567 205 1383 0.483 534 59 -475
W36x160 6 90 29 -1502 -638 -600 -562 196 1518 0.476 578 136 -442

PL 1, d=48 6 120 29 -1502 -604 -576 -549 191 1407 0.474 534 121 -413
W24x146 9 60 44 -1511 387 281 176 -376 919 0.661 486 497 11
W36x232 9 90 44 -1520 320 248 176 -377 989 0.654 517 460 -57

PL 2, d=50 9 120 44 -1520 265 213 161 -353 927 0.646 479 391 -88

Tens. at Top of Deck

Table D.1: Two Span Continuous Steel Girder Bridge Parametric Studies (continued)
Bridge Properties Continuous Span Analysis Results
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Simple Span Analysis
Final Comp. in Deck



No. of Initial Stress from Total Total
Girder Girder Span Strands Comp. Due to Due to Factored Stress Stress
Type Spc. Length in Deck in Deck Top Mid. Bot. Force Redist. LL DFM LL with LL without LL

(ft) (ft) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi)
W24x103 6 60 4 -207 -216 -142 -68 191 1303 0.483 503 478 -25
W36x160 6 90 4 -207 -159 -109 -59 184 1470 0.476 560 585 25

PL 1, d=48 6 120 4 -206 -111 -75 -39 177 1376 0.474 522 588 66
W24x146 9 60 6 -207 -212 -139 -67 183 865 0.661 457 428 -29
W36x232 9 90 6 -207 -156 -108 -59 180 959 0.654 502 526 24

PL 2, d=50 9 120 6 -206 -117 -82 -47 168 907 0.646 469 520 51

W24x103 6 60 6 -311 -314 -232 -150 210 1300 0.483 502 398 -104
W36x160 6 90 6 -311 -250 -195 -140 202 1467 0.476 559 511 -48

PL 1, d=48 6 120 6 -309 -197 -158 -118 195 1373 0.474 521 519 -2
W24x146 9 60 9 -311 -303 -224 -146 199 864 0.661 457 353 -104
W36x232 9 90 9 -311 -243 -190 -137 196 957 0.654 501 454 -47

PL 2, d=50 9 120 9 -309 -200 -162 -124 183 905 0.646 468 451 -17

W24x103 6 60 10 -518 -493 -398 -303 243 1295 0.483 500 250 -250
W36x160 6 90 10 -518 -419 -355 -291 234 1460 0.476 556 371 -185

PL 1, d=48 6 120 10 -515 -358 -312 -266 225 1366 0.474 518 385 -133
W24x146 9 60 15 -518 -450 -363 -277 219 860 0.661 455 224 -231
W36x232 9 90 15 -518 -384 -326 -267 215 952 0.654 498 329 -169

PL 2, d=50 9 120 15 -515 -337 -295 -253 201 901 0.646 466 330 -136

W24x103 6 60 12 -622 -571 -471 -372 255 1293 0.483 500 184 -316
W36x160 6 90 12 -621 -493 -426 -359 245 1457 0.476 555 307 -248

PL 1, d=48 6 120 12 -618 -429 -381 -333 236 1363 0.474 517 324 -193
W24x146 9 60 18 -622 -498 -411 -324 219 859 0.661 454 175 -279
W36x232 9 90 18 -621 -432 -373 -315 215 950 0.654 497 280 -217

PL 2, d=50 9 120 18 -618 -385 -342 -300 201 899 0.646 465 281 -184

W24x103 6 60 14 -725 -639 -536 -433 262 1290 0.483 498 121 -377
W36x160 6 90 14 -725 -559 -490 -421 252 1454 0.476 554 247 -307

PL 1, d=48 6 120 14 -721 -493 -443 -394 244 1360 0.474 516 267 -249
W24x146 9 60 21 -725 -523 -440 -356 210 857 0.661 453 140 -313
W36x232 9 90 21 -725 -460 -404 -347 207 948 0.654 496 243 -253

PL 2, d=50 9 120 21 -721 -415 -374 -333 194 897 0.646 464 243 -221

Table D.2: Three Span Continuous Steel Girder Bridge Parametric Studies
Bridge Properties Continuous Span Analysis ResultsSimple Span Analysis

Final Comp. in Deck Tens. at Top of Deck
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No. of Initial Stress from Total Total
Girder Girder Span Strands Comp. Due to Due to Factored Stress Stress
Type Spc. Length in Deck in Deck Top Mid. Bot. Force Redist. LL DFM LL with LL without LL

(ft) (ft) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi)
W24x103 6 60 16 -829 -696 -591 -487 266 1288 0.483 498 68 -430
W36x160 6 90 16 -828 -615 -545 -474 256 1451 0.476 553 194 -359

PL 1, d=48 6 120 16 -824 -548 -498 -447 247 1357 0.474 515 214 -301
W24x146 9 60 24 -829 -523 -446 -369 192 856 0.661 453 122 -331
W36x232 9 90 24 -828 -465 -413 -361 189 946 0.654 495 219 -276

PL 2, d=50 9 120 24 -824 -424 -386 -349 178 895 0.646 463 217 -246

W24x103 6 60 20 -1036 -769 -668 -566 257 1283 0.483 496 -16 -512
W36x160 6 90 20 -1035 -691 -623 -554 247 1444 0.476 550 106 -444

PL 1, d=48 6 120 20 -1030 -626 -577 -528 239 1351 0.474 512 125 -387
W24x146 9 60 29 -1002 -454 -400 -345 137 853 0.661 451 134 -317
W36x232 9 90 29 -1001 -414 -376 -339 135 943 0.654 493 214 -279

PL 2, d=50 9 120 29 -996 -385 -358 -331 128 891 0.646 460 203 -257

W24x103 6 60 24 -1243 -777 -689 -601 223 1278 0.483 494 -60 -554
W36x160 6 90 24 -1242 -710 -650 -590 215 1438 0.476 548 53 -495

PL 1, d=48 6 120 24 -1236 -654 -611 -568 209 1345 0.474 510 65 -445
W24x146 9 60 36 -1243 -191 -192 -192 -2 849 0.661 449 256 -193
W36x232 9 90 36 -1242 -192 -192 -193 -1 938 0.654 491 298 -193

PL 2, d=50 9 120 36 -1236 -195 -195 -195 2 887 0.646 458 265 -193

W24x103 6 60 29 -1502 -679 -623 -568 140 1272 0.483 492 -47 -539
W36x160 6 90 29 -1501 -638 -600 -562 136 1431 0.476 545 43 -502

PL 1, d=48 6 120 29 -1494 -604 -576 -548 134 1337 0.474 507 37 -470
W24x146 9 60 44 -1520 400 292 185 -266 845 0.661 447 581 134
W36x232 9 90 44 -1518 318 246 174 -259 933 0.654 488 547 59

PL 2, d=50 9 120 44 -1511 255 204 153 -238 881 0.646 455 472 17

Tens. at Top of Deck

Table D.2: Three Span Continuous Steel Girder Bridge Parametric Studies (continued)
Bridge Properties Continuous Span Analysis Results
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Simple Span Analysis
Final Comp. in Deck
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APPENDIX E 

Results of Continuous Prestressed Concrete Girder Bridge Parametric Studies 

 

 

 

 

 



No. of Initial Stress from Total Total
Girder Girder Span Strands Comp. Curvature Due to Due to Factored Stress Stress
Type Spc. Length in Deck in Deck Top Mid. Bot. Changes Force Redist. LL DFM LL with LL without LL

(ft) (ft) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi)
PCBT-37 6 40 4 -216 -63 -87 -110 all (-) -122 261 0.643 134 -51 -185
PCBT-37 6 40 8 -432 -243 -257 -272 all (-) -58 260 0.643 134 -167 -301
PCBT-37 6 75 4 -220 -16 -72 -127 all (-) -201 922 0.546 403 186 -217
PCBT-37 6 75 8 -440 -200 -246 -291 all (-) -135 918 0.546 401 66 -335
PCBT-37 6 75 10 -550 -292 -332 -373 all (-) -103 916 0.546 400 6 -395
PCBT-37 6 75 12 -659 -383 -419 -455 some +/- -71 914 0.546 399 -54 -454
PCBT-37 6 75 14 -769 -473 -504 -536 some +/- -45 912 0.546 398 -120 -518
PCBT-37 9 40 6 -216 -98 -118 -137 all (-) -76 201 0.861 138 -35 -174
PCBT-37 9 40 12 -432 -288 -297 -306 some +/- -15 200 0.861 138 -166 -303
PCBT-37 9 40 18 -648 -476 -474 -473 all (+) 48 199 0.861 137 -291 -428

PCBT-61 6 65 4 -219 -58 -73 -89 all (-) -81 365 0.624 182 43 -139
PCBT-61 6 65 8 -439 -229 -239 -249 some +/- -26 363 0.624 181 -74 -255
PCBT-61 6 65 10 -548 -314 -322 -329 some +/- 1 363 0.624 181 -132 -313
PCBT-61 6 65 12 -658 -399 -404 -408 some +/- 27 362 0.624 181 -191 -372
PCBT-61 6 125 4 -220 20 -33 -86 all (-) -263 919 0.526 387 144 -243
PCBT-61 6 125 8 -440 -153 -201 -248 all (-) -206 914 0.526 385 26 -359
PCBT-61 6 125 10 -550 -239 -284 -329 all (-) -178 913 0.526 384 -33 -417
PCBT-61 6 125 12 -660 -324 -367 -409 some +/- -151 911 0.526 383 -91 -475
PCBT-61 9 50 6 -218 -84 -100 -116 all (-) -107 146 0.897 105 -86 -191
PCBT-61 9 50 9 -327 -174 -187 -200 all (-) -79 146 0.897 105 -148 -253
PCBT-61 9 50 12 -436 -264 -274 -284 all (-) -52 146 0.897 105 -211 -316
PCBT-61 9 85 6 -220 -72 -99 -126 all (-) -121 443 0.776 275 83 -193
PCBT-61 9 85 12 -440 -255 -276 -296 some +/- -65 441 0.776 274 -46 -320
PCBT-61 9 85 18 -660 -436 -451 -465 some +/- -10 438 0.776 272 -174 -446

PCBT-85 6 85 4 -220 -39 -53 -67 all (-) -91 370 0.623 184 55 -130
PCBT-85 6 85 8 -440 -205 -215 -225 some +/- -39 369 0.623 184 -60 -244
PCBT-85 6 85 10 -550 -287 -295 -303 some +/- -14 368 0.623 183 -118 -301
PCBT-85 6 85 12 -660 -369 -375 -382 some +/- 10 367 0.623 183 -176 -359
PCBT-85 6 150 4 -220 -9 -42 -75 all (-) -175 741 0.537 318 135 -184
PCBT-85 6 150 8 -439 -174 -204 -233 some +/- -123 738 0.537 317 20 -297
PCBT-85 6 150 10 -549 -256 -284 -312 some +/- -98 737 0.537 317 -37 -354
PCBT-85 6 150 12 -659 -338 -364 -390 some +/- -73 735 0.537 316 -95 -411
PCBT-85 9 70 6 -220 -70 -83 -97 all (-) -109 214 0.879 150 -28 -179
PCBT-85 9 70 12 -439 -245 -255 -264 all (-) -56 213 0.879 150 -151 -301
PCBT-85 9 70 15 -549 -333 -340 -347 some +/- -30 212 0.879 149 -214 -363
PCBT-85 9 125 6 -220 -47 -75 -103 all (-) -160 469 0.750 281 74 -207
PCBT-85 9 125 12 -440 -224 -248 -271 all (-) -107 467 0.750 280 -51 -331
PCBT-85 9 125 15 -550 -311 -333 -355 some +/- -81 466 0.750 280 -112 -392
PCBT-85 9 125 18 -660 -399 -418 -438 some +/- -55 465 0.750 279 -175 -454

Bridge Properties ResultsSimple Span Analysis Continuous Span Analysis
Final Comp. in Deck Tens. at Top of Deck

Table E.1: Two Span Continuous PCBT Girder Bridge Parametric Studies
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No. of Initial Stress from Total Total
Girder Girder Span Strands Comp. Curvature Due to Due to Factored Stress Stress
Type Spc. Length in Deck in Deck Top Mid. Bot. Changes Force Redist. LL DFM LL with LL without LL

(ft) (ft) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi)
Type II 6 45 4 -217 -164 -174 -184 some +/- -13 401 0.592 190 13 -177
Type II 6 45 8 -434 -366 -364 -362 all (+) 56 399 0.592 189 -121 -310
Type II 6 45 10 -542 -467 -459 -451 all (+) 90 398 0.592 188 -189 -377
Type II 6 45 12 -651 -566 -552 -539 all (+) 123 397 0.592 188 -255 -443
Type II 6 70 4 -220 -62 -144 -226 all (-) -345 1068 0.528 451 44 -407
Type II 6 70 8 -439 -267 -337 -406 all (-) -271 1062 0.528 449 -90 -538
Type II 6 70 10 -549 -369 -432 -496 all (-) -235 1060 0.528 448 -157 -604
Type II 6 70 12 -659 -470 -528 -585 all (-) -200 1057 0.528 446 -224 -670
Type II 9 35 6 -214 -176 -184 -192 all (-) -16 213 0.847 144 -47 -192
Type II 9 35 9 -322 -278 -280 -282 some +/- 15 212 0.847 144 -120 -263
Type II 9 35 12 -429 -380 -376 -372 all (+) 45 212 0.847 144 -192 -336
Type II 9 55 6 -218 -111 -176 -241 all (-) -241 472 0.749 283 -69 -352
Type II 9 55 9 -328 -216 -274 -333 all (-) -209 471 0.749 282 -143 -425
Type II 9 55 12 -437 -320 -372 -425 all (-) -177 470 0.749 282 -215 -497

Type IV 6 75 4 -220 -113 -117 -121 some +/- 57 621 0.587 292 236 -56
Type IV 6 75 8 -440 -295 -292 -289 all (+) 125 618 0.587 290 120 -170
Type IV 6 75 10 -550 -386 -379 -372 all (+) 158 616 0.587 289 62 -228
Type IV 6 75 12 -659 -476 -466 -455 all (+) 191 615 0.587 289 4 -285
Type IV 6 75 14 -769 -565 -552 -538 all (+) 224 613 0.587 288 -53 -341
Type IV 6 75 16 -879 -655 -638 -621 all (+) 256 612 0.587 287 -112 -399
Type IV 6 75 18 -989 -743 -723 -703 all (+) 288 610 0.587 286 -169 -456
Type IV 6 120 4 -220 -40 -85 -129 all (-) -184 1153 0.520 480 256 -224
Type IV 6 120 6 -330 -132 -173 -213 all (-) -149 1150 0.520 478 198 -281
Type IV 6 120 8 -440 -224 -261 -298 some +/- -114 1148 0.520 478 140 -338
Type IV 6 120 12 -661 -405 -435 -465 some +/- -46 1142 0.520 475 24 -451
Type IV 6 120 14 -771 -495 -522 -549 some +/- -12 1139 0.520 474 -34 -507
Type IV 6 120 16 -881 -585 -608 -632 some +/- 21 1136 0.520 473 -92 -564
Type IV 6 120 18 -991 -674 -694 -714 some +/- 53 1134 0.520 472 -149 -621
Type IV 9 65 6 -219 -131 -136 -140 some +/- 21 362 0.814 236 125 -110
Type IV 9 65 9 -329 -226 -227 -228 some +/- 54 361 0.814 235 63 -172
Type IV 9 65 12 -439 -322 -319 -316 all (+) 87 360 0.814 234 -1 -235
Type IV 9 65 15 -548 -416 -410 -403 all (+) 119 359 0.814 234 -63 -297
Type IV 9 65 18 -658 -511 -500 -490 all (+) 151 358 0.814 233 -127 -360
Type IV 9 65 21 -767 -604 -590 -576 all (+) 182 357 0.814 232 -189 -422
Type IV 9 100 6 -220 -67 -107 -147 all (-) -182 695 0.725 403 154 -249
Type IV 9 100 12 -441 -259 -291 -323 all (-) -114 692 0.725 401 29 -373
Type IV 9 100 15 -551 -355 -383 -411 some +/- -80 690 0.725 400 -35 -435
Type IV 9 100 18 -661 -450 -474 -499 some +/- -47 688 0.725 399 -98 -497
Type IV 9 100 21 -771 -544 -565 -585 some +/- -15 686 0.725 398 -161 -559

Type VI 6 100 4 -220 -45 -56 -67 some +/- 14 557 0.581 259 228 -31
Type VI 6 100 8 -441 -210 -216 -223 some +/- 67 555 0.581 258 114 -144
Type VI 6 100 12 -661 -373 -376 -378 some +/- 117 552 0.581 257 1 -256
Type VI 6 100 14 -771 -454 -455 -455 some +/- 143 551 0.581 256 -55 -312
Type VI 6 100 16 -881 -535 -534 -532 all (+) 168 550 0.581 256 -112 -367
Type VI 6 100 18 -991 -616 -612 -608 all (+) 192 549 0.581 255 -168 -424
Type VI 6 160 4 -219 31 -15 -61 all (-) -208 963 0.515 397 220 -177
Type VI 6 160 8 -439 -133 -175 -217 some +/- -155 960 0.515 396 108 -288
Type VI 6 160 12 -658 -297 -334 -372 some +/- -102 956 0.515 394 -5 -399
Type VI 6 160 16 -878 -459 -493 -526 some +/- -50 952 0.515 392 -117 -509
Type VI 9 100 6 -220 -55 -72 -88 some +/- -38 437 0.776 271 179 -93
Type VI 9 100 12 -441 -231 -243 -254 some +/- 18 435 0.776 270 57 -214
Type VI 9 100 15 -551 -319 -328 -337 some +/- 45 434 0.776 269 -5 -274
Type VI 9 100 21 -771 -492 -497 -501 some +/- 98 432 0.776 268 -126 -395
Type VI 9 100 24 -881 -579 -581 -582 some +/- 124 431 0.776 268 -187 -455
Type VI 9 140 6 -220 -16 -59 -102 all (-) -228 649 0.708 368 124 -244
Type VI 9 140 9 -330 -104 -144 -185 all (-) -199 647 0.708 366 63 -303
Type VI 9 140 12 -440 -192 -230 -268 all (-) -171 646 0.708 366 3 -363
Type VI 9 140 15 -550 -279 -315 -351 all (-) -143 644 0.708 365 -57 -422
Type VI 9 140 18 -660 -367 -400 -433 some +/- -115 643 0.708 364 -118 -482

ResultsSimple Span Analysis
Table E.2: Two Span Continuous AASHTO Girder Bridge Parametric Studies
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Final Comp. in Deck Tens. at Top of Deck
Bridge Properties Continuous Span Analysis



No. of Initial Stress from Total Total
Girder Girder Span Strands Comp. Curvature Due to Due to Factored Stress Stress
Type Spc. Length in Deck in Deck Top Mid. Bot. Changes Force Redist. LL DFM LL with LL without LL

(ft) (ft) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi)
PCBT-37 6 40 4 -219 -65 -89 -113 all (-) -84 265 0.643 136 -13 -149
PCBT-37 6 40 8 -438 -248 -262 -276 all (-) -39 264 0.643 136 -151 -287
PCBT-37 6 75 4 -220 -17 -72 -127 all (-) -139 859 0.546 375 219 -156
PCBT-37 6 75 8 -440 -201 -247 -292 all (-) -93 855 0.546 373 79 -294
PCBT-37 6 75 10 -551 -293 -333 -374 all (-) -71 853 0.546 373 9 -364
PCBT-37 6 75 12 -661 -384 -420 -455 some +/- -49 851 0.546 372 -61 -433
PCBT-37 6 75 14 -771 -474 -506 -537 some +/- -27 849 0.546 371 -130 -501
PCBT-37 9 40 6 -219 -100 -120 -140 all (-) -52 204 0.861 141 -11 -152
PCBT-37 9 40 12 -438 -293 -302 -311 some +/- -8 203 0.861 140 -161 -301
PCBT-37 9 40 18 -657 -483 -482 -480 all (+) 35 202 0.861 139 -309 -448

PCBT-61 6 65 4 -220 -59 -74 -89 all (-) -56 337 0.624 168 53 -115
PCBT-61 6 65 8 -441 -231 -241 -251 some +/- -18 336 0.624 168 -81 -249
PCBT-61 6 65 10 -551 -316 -323 -331 some +/- 1 335 0.624 167 -148 -315
PCBT-61 6 65 12 -661 -401 -406 -411 some +/- 19 334 0.624 167 -215 -382
PCBT-61 6 125 4 -219 21 -33 -86 all (-) -182 876 0.526 369 208 -161
PCBT-61 6 125 8 -437 -151 -199 -246 all (-) -143 873 0.526 367 73 -294
PCBT-61 6 125 10 -547 -236 -281 -326 all (-) -124 871 0.526 367 7 -360
PCBT-61 6 125 12 -656 -321 -364 -406 some +/- -105 869 0.526 366 -60 -426
PCBT-61 6 125 14 -765 -406 -446 -485 some +/- -86 867 0.526 365 -127 -492
PCBT-61 9 50 6 -220 -85 -101 -117 all (-) -74 145 0.897 104 -54 -159
PCBT-61 9 50 12 -440 -268 -277 -287 all (-) -35 144 0.897 103 -200 -303
PCBT-61 9 85 6 -220 -72 -99 -126 all (-) -83 415 0.776 258 102 -155
PCBT-61 9 85 12 -440 -255 -276 -296 some +/- -45 413 0.776 256 -43 -300
PCBT-61 9 85 18 -660 -436 -451 -465 some +/- -7 412 0.776 256 -187 -443

PCBT-85 6 85 4 -220 -39 -53 -67 all (-) -63 348 0.623 173 72 -102
PCBT-85 6 85 8 -440 -205 -215 -225 some +/- -27 346 0.623 172 -60 -232
PCBT-85 6 85 10 -550 -287 -295 -303 some +/- -10 345 0.623 172 -125 -297
PCBT-85 6 85 12 -660 -369 -375 -382 some +/- 7 345 0.623 172 -190 -362
PCBT-85 6 150 4 -218 -8 -41 -74 all (-) -167 708 0.537 304 129 -175
PCBT-85 6 150 8 -435 -171 -201 -230 some +/- -86 705 0.537 303 46 -257
PCBT-85 6 150 10 -544 -253 -280 -308 some +/- -68 703 0.537 302 -19 -321
PCBT-85 6 150 12 -653 -334 -360 -386 some +/- -51 702 0.537 302 -84 -385
PCBT-85 6 150 14 -761 -415 -439 -463 some +/- -34 701 0.537 301 -148 -449
PCBT-85 9 70 6 -220 -70 -84 -97 all (-) -75 198 0.879 139 -6 -145
PCBT-85 9 70 12 -441 -246 -256 -265 all (-) -39 197 0.879 139 -146 -285
PCBT-85 9 70 15 -551 -334 -341 -349 some +/- -21 197 0.879 139 -216 -355
PCBT-85 9 125 6 -219 -46 -74 -102 all (-) -111 448 0.750 269 112 -157
PCBT-85 9 125 12 -437 -221 -245 -269 all (-) -74 446 0.750 268 -28 -295
PCBT-85 9 125 15 -547 -309 -331 -352 some +/- -56 445 0.750 267 -98 -365
PCBT-85 9 125 18 -656 -395 -415 -435 some +/- -38 444 0.750 266 -167 -433

Table E.3: Three Span Continuous PCBT Girder Bridge Parametric Studies
Bridge Properties Continuous Span Analysis ResultsSimple Span Analysis

Final Comp. in Deck Tens. at Top of Deck
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No. of Initial Stress from Total Total
Girder Girder Span Strands Comp. Curvature Due to Due to Factored Stress Stress
Type Spc. Length in Deck in Deck Top Mid. Bot. Changes Force Redist. LL DFM LL with LL without LL

(ft) (ft) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi) (psi)
Type II 6 45 4 -219 -166 -176 -186 some +/- -9 409 0.592 194 19 -175
Type II 6 45 6 -329 -269 -273 -277 some +/- 16 408 0.592 193 -60 -253
Type II 6 45 8 -439 -371 -369 -366 all (+) 40 407 0.592 193 -138 -331
Type II 6 45 12 -658 -573 -559 -545 all (+) 87 405 0.592 192 -294 -486
Type II 6 70 4 -220 -62 -144 -226 all (-) -238 991 0.528 419 118 -300
Type II 6 70 8 -441 -268 -338 -408 all (-) -187 985 0.528 416 -39 -455
Type II 6 70 10 -551 -370 -434 -498 all (-) -162 983 0.528 415 -117 -532
Type II 6 70 12 -661 -472 -529 -587 all (-) -138 980 0.528 414 -196 -610
Type II 9 35 6 -218 -179 -187 -195 all (-) -10 217 0.847 147 -42 -189
Type II 9 35 9 -327 -284 -285 -287 some +/- 11 216 0.847 146 -126 -273
Type II 9 35 12 -436 -387 -383 -378 all (+) 32 215 0.847 146 -209 -355
Type II 9 55 6 -220 -112 -177 -242 all (-) -166 435 0.749 261 -18 -278
Type II 9 55 9 -330 -218 -276 -335 all (-) -144 434 0.749 260 -102 -362
Type II 9 55 12 -440 -323 -375 -427 all (-) -122 433 0.749 259 -185 -445

Type IV 6 75 4 -220 -113 -117 -121 some +/- 40 578 0.587 271 198 -73
Type IV 6 75 8 -440 -296 -293 -289 all (+) 87 575 0.587 270 61 -209
Type IV 6 75 12 -661 -477 -467 -456 all (+) 133 572 0.587 269 -76 -345
Type IV 6 75 14 -771 -567 -553 -539 all (+) 155 571 0.587 268 -144 -412
Type IV 6 75 16 -881 -656 -639 -622 all (+) 177 570 0.587 268 -211 -479
Type IV 6 120 4 -219 -40 -84 -128 all (-) -127 1096 0.520 456 289 -167
Type IV 6 120 8 -438 -222 -259 -296 some +/- -79 1091 0.520 454 152 -301
Type IV 6 120 12 -657 -402 -432 -463 some +/- -32 1085 0.520 451 17 -434
Type IV 6 120 14 -766 -492 -519 -546 some +/- -10 1082 0.520 450 -51 -502
Type IV 6 120 16 -876 -581 -604 -628 some +/- 13 1080 0.520 449 -118 -568
Type IV 9 65 6 -220 -131 -136 -141 some +/- 15 334 0.814 218 101 -117
Type IV 9 65 9 -330 -228 -229 -229 some +/- 38 333 0.814 217 26 -190
Type IV 9 65 12 -441 -323 -320 -317 all (+) 60 332 0.814 216 -46 -263
Type IV 9 65 15 -551 -418 -412 -405 all (+) 83 331 0.814 216 -120 -335
Type IV 9 65 18 -661 -513 -503 -492 all (+) 105 330 0.814 215 -193 -408
Type IV 9 100 6 -220 -66 -106 -146 all (-) -126 659 0.725 382 190 -192
Type IV 9 100 12 -439 -258 -290 -322 all (-) -79 655 0.725 380 43 -337
Type IV 9 100 15 -549 -353 -382 -410 some +/- -56 653 0.725 379 -30 -409
Type IV 9 100 18 -659 -448 -473 -497 some +/- -33 652 0.725 378 -103 -481
Type IV 9 100 21 -769 -542 -563 -584 some +/- -11 650 0.725 377 -176 -553

Type VI 6 100 4 -220 -45 -56 -67 some +/- 10 528 0.581 245 210 -35
Type VI 6 100 8 -439 -209 -216 -222 some +/- 46 525 0.581 244 81 -163
Type VI 6 100 12 -659 -372 -374 -377 some +/- 81 523 0.581 243 -48 -291
Type VI 6 100 14 -769 -453 -453 -454 some +/- 99 522 0.581 243 -112 -355
Type VI 6 100 16 -879 -534 -532 -530 all (+) 116 521 0.581 242 -176 -418
Type VI 6 160 4 -217 33 -13 -60 all (-) -144 921 0.515 379 268 -111
Type VI 6 160 8 -434 -130 -172 -214 some +/- -107 917 0.515 378 140 -237
Type VI 6 160 12 -651 -292 -330 -367 some +/- -72 914 0.515 377 13 -364
Type VI 6 160 14 -760 -373 -408 -444 some +/- -54 912 0.515 376 -51 -427
Type VI 6 160 16 -868 -453 -486 -520 some +/- -36 910 0.515 375 -114 -489
Type VI 6 160 18 -977 -533 -564 -596 some +/- -19 908 0.515 374 -178 -552
Type VI 9 100 6 -220 -55 -71 -88 some +/- -26 414 0.776 257 176 -81
Type VI 9 100 12 -439 -230 -242 -254 some +/- 12 412 0.776 256 38 -218
Type VI 9 100 15 -549 -317 -327 -336 some +/- 31 411 0.776 255 -31 -286
Type VI 9 100 18 -659 -404 -411 -418 some +/- 49 410 0.776 255 -100 -355
Type VI 9 100 21 -769 -491 -495 -499 some +/- 67 409 0.776 254 -170 -424
Type VI 9 140 6 -218 -14 -58 -101 all (-) -158 618 0.708 350 178 -172
Type VI 9 140 12 -436 -189 -227 -265 all (-) -119 615 0.708 348 41 -308
Type VI 9 140 15 -545 -276 -312 -347 all (-) -100 613 0.708 347 -28 -376
Type VI 9 140 18 -654 -362 -396 -429 some +/- -81 612 0.708 347 -96 -443
Type VI 9 140 21 -763 -449 -479 -510 some +/- -62 610 0.708 346 -165 -511

Tens. at Top of Deck

Table E.4: Three Span Continuous AASHTO Girder Bridge Parametric Studies
Bridge Properties Continuous Span Analysis Results
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Simple Span Analysis
Final Comp. in Deck
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Figure E.1: Final Stresses for Two-Span Cont. PCBT Girder Bridges; Initial Comp. = 219 psi 
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Figure E.2: Final Stresses for Two-Span Cont. PCBT Girder Bridges; Initial Comp. = 438 psi 
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Figure E.3: Final Stresses for Two -Span Cont. PCBT Girder Bridges; Initial Comp. = 549 psi 
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Figure E.4: Final Stresses for Two -Span Cont. PCBT Girder Bridges; Initial Comp. = 658 psi 
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Figure E.5: Final Stresses for Two -Span Cont. AASHTO Girder Bridges; Init. Comp. = 219 psi 
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Figure E.6: Final Stresses for Two -Span Cont. AASHTO Girder Bridges; Init. Comp. = 438 psi 
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Figure E.7: Final Stresses for Two -Span Cont. AASHTO Girder Bridges; Init. Comp. = 549 psi 
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Figure E.8: Final Stresses for Two -Span Cont. AASHTO Girder Bridges; Init. Comp. = 659 psi 
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Figure E.9: Final Stresses for Two -Span Cont. AASHTO Girder Bridges; Init. Comp. = 770 psi 
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Figure E.10: Final Stresses for Three-Span Cont. PCBT Girder Bridges; Initial Comp. = 219 psi 
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Figure E.11: Final Stresses for Three -Span Cont. PCBT Girder Bridges; Initial Comp. = 439 psi 
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Figure E.12: Final Stresses for Three -Span Cont. PCBT Girder Bridges; Initial Comp. = 549 psi 
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Figure E.13: Final Stresses for Three -Span Cont. PCBT Girder Bridges; Initial Comp. = 658 psi 
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Figure E.14: Final Stresses for Three -Span Cont. AASHTO Bridges; Init. Comp. = 219 psi 
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Figure E.15: Final Stresses for Three -Span Cont. AASHTO Bridges; Init. Comp. = 439 psi 
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Figure E.16: Final Stresses for Three -Span Cont. AASHTO Bridges; Initial Comp. = 549 psi 
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Figure E.17: Final Stresses for Three -Span Cont. AASHTO Bridges; Init. Comp. = 658 psi 
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Figure E.18: Final Stresses for Three -Span Cont. AASHTO Bridges; Init. Comp. = 767 psi 


