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Buckling of a web plate of the vertically curved girder with I-section subjected to in-plane
moments at the radial edges is examined. The basic equation for deflection of an annular sector plate
subjected to in-plane forces due to moments is solved by a Galerkin procedure. As numerical exam-

ples, stress distribution due to moments and buckling properties are obtained under various geometrical

parameters of the web plate and flange plates.
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