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Analysis of Defect Cases by Construction Types in Apartments
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Abstract : Due to the lack of available land for housing in Korea, apartment has been supplied in great quantities
to raise the rate for land-use since the middle of 1980s. Many people in Korea live in apartment because the number
of apartment occupies more than half of total houses. Nevertheless, the concern on the house management with res-
pect to the quality is insufficient, it is currently required the concern on the quality of housing. Moreover, many defects
in apartment has been occurred repeatedly now, so, it is necessary to analyze the defect in order to raise the quality
of living environment. This study aimed to survey the types of defect in apartment according to the construction
types through the questionnaire analysis about apartment residents in Gwangju city for the purpose of reducing the
defects.
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Fig. 1. Households distribution by pyeong(a unit of area).
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