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The Assessment of the Risk Index in the Bridge Construction by the
Accident Analysis
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Abstract : The purpose of this study is to present the standard risk index according to work type in the bridge
construction without regard to the bridge type. The bridge construction cases were researched on the actual condition.
construction accidents were investigated from 1998 to 2005. In this paper, we developed a standard risk index for

efficient bridge construction safety system.
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Table 1. Range decision of risk occurrence frequency
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Table 3. Risk occurence frequency on the middle devision

work type
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Fig. 1. Accident statistics on work type,
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Fig. 2. Accident statistics on the recuperation term,
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Table 4. Risk occurrence frequency, accident strength, risk
index on work type
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