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Fundamental Study on Characteristics of Road Bridges Classified as Inspection Categories III and IV
-Utilizing the National Road Facility Inspection Database-
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Recently, accident caused by aging social infrastructure facilities are occurring frequently in Japan. For us to live safely, it is important

to inspect and repair social infrastructure facilities. However, it is difficult for municipalities to carry out inspections and repairs due to

a lack of technology, staff, and budget. Therefore, it is necessary to prioritize and respond accordingly. In this study, we aim to collect

data that will be useful for prioritizing bridges by examining the characteristics of road bridges with inspection class of III and IV.
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Figure2 Road bridges in Saitama Prefecture
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Figure6 Extraction road bridges result
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