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Table 1. Results of regression analysis for
relationship between concrete core
compressive strength and rebound
number
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Fig. 1. Relationship  between  concrete  core
comipressive strength and rebound number

of inland structures.
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Table 2. Results of regression analysis for
relationship  between concrete com-—
pressive strength and ultrasonic velocity
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Fig. 2. Relationship  between  concrete  core

compressive  strength and  ultrasonic

velocity of inland structures.
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Table. 3. Results of regression analysis for relation—
ship between concrete compressive streng-
th and combined tests
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Fig. 3. Relationship between concrete core compres-—
sive strength and rebound number and
ultrasonic velocity combined tests(inland).
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Fig. 5. Outline of database bridge management system.
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