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(A Study on Management and Safety
Degree Evaluation of Bridge)
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Abstract

The frequent passage of Super over weight traffics by industry development and eco-
nomic growth increased damage to Bridge structure by accumulation of Failure So
Satety management of bridge pointed out an important Subject.

For preventing an accident beforehand and Seuring Satety of bridge, this thesis Studied
bridge valuation standard by synthetic analysis about Fracture Factors of each part at
bridge structure, also presents durable Strength test methods and the principle of bridge

management.
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Fig. 2-1 Highway Bridge Design Flow Chart.
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Fig. 2-2
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Bridge Safety Management Flow Chart.
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Table. 3-1  Testing mabhinary and tools.
2 B % | Model 5 FIZH5m % #
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