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Life Cycle Cost Analysis of Steel Bridges on Its Paint System
during Safe Life Under
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Abstract : Life Cycle Cost analysis technique is introduced to evaluate cost-effectiveness of two paint systems of steel
bridges. The systems are a conventional paint system and a galvanized paint system. The all costs during safe life such
as initial cost, repainting costs, disposal costs are considered for the life cycle cost analysis. The NIST model is used and
Bridge.CC 1.0 developed by the NIST is utilized as the life cycle cost analysis tool. It is concluded that, in spite of
expensive initial cost, the durable paint system may be cost-effective compared with conventional paint system.
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