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Abstract On the bask of smubton of stiucture of JngshaR werY angize Brige the aerodynam ic adm ittances are stud ed
bym eans of cwss corre htion spectrun recognitbn w ith data gotten fran segmentalmodeling s dynan an eterw ind-tunnel ex-
perinent i tutbu knce flow. Through comparison w ih traditonalmethod it is found that aewdynan ic adm ittances gotten by
cwoss comrehtbn spectum recognitbn are kss than traditbnal ones and Sears function on quantity n genera] alhough both
results had the sane trend of change with the rise of reduced frequency. The buffeting force & calculated through can plex
aewdynan © adn ittances and the spectum analysis & also carried out Canparing w ih those data m easured frm expert
ments it is found that both of then have the sane trend of change with the rse of reduced frequency although they have
certain d ifferences in quantity Thiough the can parison of buffeting force spectra n different tibulence flow, whose tutbu-
lence ntensity are %%, 10%, 20% respectively w ih the consideration of different wind attack angle ranging fiom - 5° o
+ 5° itis found that the difference of quantity betw een results calculated by comp kx aewdynam ic adnm ittances and those
m easured flom experinents are steady and aln ost independenton the change ofw ind attack angk and tuibulence intensity.
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