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Analysis of the behavior of curved-box girder bridges by

considering skew angles
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ABSTRACT

In case to look at considering affects of skew angles into the curved bridges, this study
mainly focalized to compare and analyze of the influence of skew angles to curved bridges
along with analysis of the behavior of entire construction in accordance with changes of skew
angles and curvature. With explanation of macroscophic behavior of curved bridges with skew
angles through this study, it is mostly to grasp with characteristics and structural weaknesses

of skew curved bridges compared with straight skew bridges.
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