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Figure C.1: Comparative Stiffness Performance Chart for Top of CTB in Longitudinal

Direction for Equivalent 60 kN axle loads
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Figure C.2: Comparative Stiffness Performance Chart for Middle of CTB in

Longitudinal Direction for Equivalent 60 kN axle load
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Figure C.3: Comparative Stiffness Performance Chart for Bottom of CTB in

Longitudinal Direction for Equivalent 60 kN axle loads
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Figure C.4: Comparative Stiffness Performance Chart for Top of CTB in Transverse

Direction for Equivalent 60 kN axle loads
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RELATIVE SIESMIC STIFFNESS RATIO
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Figure C.5: Comparative Stiffness Performance Chart for Middle of CTB in

Transverse Direction for Equivalent 60 kN axle loads
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Figure C.6: Comparative Stiffness Performance Chart for Bottom of CTB in

Transverse Direction for Equivalent 60 kN axle loads

C3



