FZ AT ZZH
1999 % 7l 2 RS =23

TYLiZio| AWM Il BE o7
Safety Performance Evaluation of Bridge Rail Systems
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Kim, Seong-Uk Shin, Young-Shik
ABSTRACT

In this study, a new bridge rail system is proposed to prevent large vehicles from running off the
bridge edge. The crush model has accounted for the effects of both curbs and bridge rails which are
simulated by Highway Vehicle Object Simulation Model(HVOSM) and BARRIER VII. Vehicle sizes
ranged from minicars weighing 1800kg to large vehicles weighing 14000kg, and impact angles ranged
from 15° to 25°.
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