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Comparative Analysis of Technical Condition Evaluation of

City Bridges and Highway Bridges
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Shijiazhuang 050043, Hebei, China)

Abstract: In order to study the difference and applicability of the technical condition evaluation
methods of city bridges and highway bridges, comparison analysis of the evaluation methods
among Technical Code of Maintenance for City Bridge (CJ] 99—2003), Code for Maintenance
of Highway Bridges and Culverts (JTG H11—2004), Standards for Technical Condition
Evaluation of Highway Bridges (JTG/T H21—2011) and Technical Standard of Maintenance
for City Bridge (CJ] 99—2017) were carried out. Firstly, the basic theories and implementation
methods for different bridge technique condition evaluation methods of specifications were
completed. Secondly, comparison analysis on standard type, assessment method, assessment
process, disease classification, assessment level and grade, applicability, advantages and
disadvantages of several evaluation methods were analyzed, and the comparative study on the

different applications in various types of bridges was done. Finally, some improvement
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suggestions for different assessment methods were put forward combined with the application
situations. The results show that all of the city and highway evaluation methods adopt the
comprehensive evaluation method, the evaluation methods play an important role in the industry
of bridge condition assessment and maintenance management, but have certain differences in the
theoretical structure, calculation model, evaluation method, evaluation standard, hierarchy and
actual assessment application, each method has its applicability, advantages and disadvantages,
different methods should learn and apply from each other in the use process. According to the
practical application problems, relevant measures which include source of bridge diseases, specific
implementation details of evaluation, information technology and intelligent evaluation should be
improved and perfected.

Key words: city bridge; highway bridge; technical condition evaluation; comparison analysis; in-

2018 5

telligent evaluation

0 5 7

M 5% 2 T B 20l L Al i AT RS L e
Fhos kAN RAR TS BLBRE OC L Bifi 25 A2 3 L AR e
A PRE G 0 AR 24 R R IO ke
XA B2 Al B RS2 R . R PR AIE AT ZR 45 40 2 4
T AT XA SR AL ) 2 6 A A RN R 3
RE T AT 28 G VP o T SR B AR B0 VT 22 45 2R 1Y o
1y 15 1 ) 4 5 e 3] 5 2 SR A8 T SR R A A n L TR
L BEPERE A A Y BT ik EOhR X SRR 0
(RSO W

H T ] P A0 X 30k T R A A ARR T
FE TR 2 AR R G AT R LIBT3 9k ORI
BMEGE G eSS, B EHA S AR, THE
B B2 ARGV F2 B AR Ol 1 B2 R 4P BRI
JNCCIT 99—2003,2018 4E 2 3 1 HEE IO (A%
BRI FE 3 8055 ) (JTG HI11-—2004)) (4N AT B2 4
AR B A7 ) (JTG/T H21—2011) F1( 3R i
MR IR ARBRAE) (CJ] 99—2017,2018 4E 2 A 1
H SR JLAS B W P 58 D7 ik 45 AN MR . 24
% IR T A R AR BT o T Tk 3l M N 25 R
LG AR Z 25 AT T IR AR I U F & R .
SCHRLS IXF EL A3 BT 1 2 B A3 T 4% 2 b B 3F
J7 5 1 22 5 M RE 1 L O R A TR R T ik 1 6
FHEETL s SCHRL6 ]~ 1018045 1 [ N ANAS [A] B Y 37
D7 ¥R WP Bt s 48 T A o s Sk 11 ] ~
C15 1% 28 B ATl A R R0 5 7 1k 14 22 53 RN A 1
AL I BT T R g A s T AR 2 0 A
AL SCHRLL6 J7E TR A 43 17 [ P A0 A G A7 32 4 AR IR
BT RE J7 LI a5 SE A L 02 B AT SR AR
VEE BRE D LA FHEAT T IR A 32, 51 28 1 Kt

RV E S s SCHRL L7 ]~ [ 22 18X (2 B AR AR
ARBL I RE b 14 D IS A A7 A6 1) — 26 [ BRLBEA T T 43
P& AR 2 ek s SCHR[ 23 ]~ [ 25 JI TR A #5635F
TR R RE J7 ik AE 2 e R /IR B R 2T TR B SE A
W . AR UL R A BIF S A R AR B T E 7
¥ BT HE A3 M M B — 5 T 3k N O I DL KA Y
I LR 0 PF XE T 95 B4 100 05 1 A SR 3k i A 2
SE 7o M MUSE AR 5 /0 o 0 223 1) 3k A 2 SR
PR AE R I A Ao ik > 58 L 4 3T S
O BB RV RE Tk X E A A RN AT S L AS [ R T
PERE J5 12 I P EG BSAER A T T i B 1
Wb A — LB n] B 2k — B IR AR .

E/H P N VAT o 37 3 AR /N =2 RS E 5 3 NN
DUPFE HH A B S [T ) 3 % b DY T 1 B R A B
W FNSEBR AR, 43 BT o8I A B 2R B0 PP 2 J5 ¥ 1Y
AR RIS I 45 5 S [R] 28 B 2 10 1 52 491
KNGS B P RE T 1 B D0 Bk E A L 4R S A
TR BB ) MERA T E B R B AR
1

e fRiE

L1 (HHHRFFEARME)(CIJ 99—2003)

CJJ 99—2003 17k b tfE, 2003 4E 12 H 4 H
AR AL M & A, 2004 4F 3 H 1 H 5L, 2018 4F
2 A 1T HPEIE. ZMAE R A 1 AR X5 3l i 4 22
FRAPHURZS S5 HOPF 2 RS . CJJ 99—2003 AR 4
3T T R A S B 2R P A b R B L AR 2 IR
T SR A A B R R 4R 5 SR
T RFEPHRAR N ~ V 2EFZP RS 5K A 2
N LR NN S O e R

1 2B TR W B2 ML 48 W 22 ke o A 32 R 58 S RS 0
REREFIREHE 2 DEY 1~ VTR R



% 3

AL . 3 IR T 5 A A RBFARILIE T kA5 AT 97

O3 JEIAL I o #5 BEATY G AL 1105 3 2 A 0 ™ o AR R, X
B G2 BB A5 A8 | L5 45 #4 RN B 1T R 4 0 E AT T E 4T
3 o 5 W DR A% A G 4 BCEE AR A A T 45 2R 43 i) 1
B3 AR A AR DL 2015 4 LR A AR A
P 24 ARG FE 2 IL 23X (D) ] 5 Ja AR 4 AR
FEBORAG e R R E R, R EHR RS
G i A G CEIFIRES) B R (R EIRE) .C
(GHRED) D HCREMRE M E K a kIR
B FIRHEUE T 14 Fpo] DLE E20F 2 8 D 9 fiAN
HAE R IE D

I=Iw,+ Lo +1o, (D
o ws woswn 53000 T FBEE K F 45 KL RO T
LD R R N 3 o B O 2 S I S R B
THT 7 1 4 AR 0 48 5
1.2 (AEFEFIPHE) (JTG H11—2004)

JTG H11—2004 H47 Mk 47 #E . 2004 4E 6 J 28
H 22 3 FRAL o & A, 2004 4F 10 F 1 H 52, H 3
BN RN BRI EARBA) (JT] 073—96) Hr 4t
Xof M TR R AP 43 ) A Ak R T LS 1SR XS B PR
RS N U Ol s s e e OB DR A el eSS =S
TRH AR BT 5 i R FH ) R

JTG H11-—2004 H# 7 A B4 AR IR 0 25
BIPENRA 3 Mok 5 1 o5k R B R RS
PR B 255 VP 28 J7 155 5 2 Fh 5 v 2 1 B B
P fe 25 I SR 00 T AT VT 2 5 56 3 o vk S X IR
B BB AR DL VE 5 A E HE AT VP I B BR
551 FhOrE .

TR 256 VP8 1k BEAT AR B0 VP 2 I o 1 2 4l
O30 1T A BERGTAE AR A I 45 S X5 A% A 2E AT 40
g3 o 1 78 25 FR A A 3R F & P R R AT L T
FRAE A 2 (2) T AR B ETE 53 555 AR 3 0F
SHETE T FEH L FRI R CE R
) Z AR 28) (R (ERD MR L ERD .

D, = 100 — > R,W,/5 (2)
i=1

S D, WA KRBT s R, WA i K Xt
RV R A7 B (OR,<5) 3 W, K25 i 2 5 P 1 A

. > W, = 100,
1.3 (NEHRERARLEEFRA)(JTG/T H21—
2011)

JTG/T H21—2011 Jy 47 b 4 % ¥ 45, 2011
E 7T H 19 H i sg st & A . 201148 9 J 1
H S it o 0 P 2 R A S — T A Y 4 K L 5 S5 R
R R R 3 20T BRI 4y L AR AR L LT 4

P 42 ) 0V B AL 25 5 TR AT Tk — 20 58 FAD
7t e P H ETET X2 B R R LA 58 R A By P E
B

JTG/T H21—2011 v ¥ B2 4 AR B PF 2 2k H
GrREEEVEE S IR b AR SS A 1Y 7 R B X
B OLA B LU R R AR R 4 R AL,
A0 A 6] B 0 TR A 53 26 5 2 0 32 AR A R U
A= DX ) B 5 AS [ 1 ASE (B AN VP S F8 B » B0 25 4
Rk ARV B O EAE JE R, IR AE L e IR
R PR RV E — M IR 2 > LR A A T
FE— T EBAS IV > 2 W I8 7 it R AT O AR e
iUl S o1 T S s N (R SR A N TR
O3 EBGEA 4> AR 045 A P4, BRI A R (3D
IR SN N N A O P i L (R DER PN 7
BRRAR DL 1 28 (2 58 1) L 2 28 CRR fl i
i) .3 (P AR (4 28 CRER B 5D F 5 2B G
BV o XF TR B B AR A AL, e T
14 FpAT DL E T E N 5 BB B B

D.=I,W,+IeWeo+IWe (3)

K :D, 2y 0~100 43 I A W IR B AR BT 535
Isp hy LR EE R BARBE I 43 5 s 2 T FR 45 F4 AR
LT3 s W i B TR AE W AL s W 2 1 BB 45
FTE AW AU s W S T BB 45 #6762 A th AL,
1.4 (HHHRFFERTE)(CI) 99—2017)

CJJ 99—2017 F 2017 4E 7 A 31 H fifE 5 A
SRR ME K A, 2018 4 2 1 H Lt LA
il s e IE R A R #R CJ 99—2003, & CJJ
992003 (Wit — 2P 58 AN FE

CJJ 992017 v XJ 3 7 Ay B2 AR B VP 5 Tr
AT T 588 IR B T AAT R O AAT Hb B A
FARD I ik

R A 305 T A SRR A A AR 8 B b A ek T A
FIGNE R T ~ VI 5 28 M &5 4 R AE
o B B, AR R UE N R — TR SR,
W R RGN T o 1A A AR AR I
TR R AR | 58 4 A8 B, &1 X AR [R5 40 2 51, FL
S8 AR S S RN 53 B SR HE KA AN FLE o

I 2R3 4 B 2 52 A RS 43 S A% FIOR
GAE 2 G5 1~ V2RI B 43 2 ARG
AR 4l 7 % s T 28 U R ™ o R L SR FH 90 4 ol ke
LTI St (A v | B R S B 1 B B S SR S 58 S
LR AR 4 e . FRER A1 A R EOROIR
BEIVERE . AR E I DLWE 920K 00 48 B0 & B 2
53 FRE AR5 1 1) H AR BT E R AR 2 2D L B



98 AEHAFE TRFIR

2018 5

TR [ 2 JSCHR 73 ) 45 R AR DU VY R 48 b b A SR A A 4
By e [ 3K () T AR IR B0 48 BORN 25 4 48 0T o0
DTRLH) GE AR LS5 . PR S 5 4. B A 4
GEEHFRZED B R R ARE) .C R B HRE.D

I T A5 AT A | 52 X B A TR - S R
NAT HOIE P E T5 1 R PR BL AR 8 Se o & T T &
TR NAT L AT AR B8 42 38 1 3838 5 U0 E
JTEEA R B B B 45 % T %R 36 1 T 15 T 45

HOREREO M E R e RS ;B E T 14
FlA] DL #2207 7€ 9 D O FIAS 5 48 PR 116 L
I. :min{1m71g’1x}

SN R VSR SR E =R

NAT KRR BT TE T7 12 IR DL 48 L Poci 78

4

AR TSR 8807 R 465
2 ANEVEETTEX 4T

AN TRIATR GRER LV RE 7 578 L R A LA A 4

M2 T AR R B ARARBL VY E T 5% T

FR1 AEHEHARRRFEETETLE
Tab.1 Contrast of Different Bridge Technique Condition Evaluation Methods
bR g 5 CJJ 99—2003 JTG H11—2004 JTG/T H21—2011 CJJ 99—2017
i | ATk AR A 3R ML 2018 4R 2 A7l b 5 L 2018 4R 2
S R L o 3 AL e
*M | A1 HEILE A 1 H s
—GANAL L5 A I E L B
i ) B e LYK LA VAR S5 BT | 42 IR o R 0 B T R4
. O3 J2 AL o BRLIRUAG A 42 ) 35 2 B 5R DL F E L S BRAR N WSS T LS S
: L M3 R 5 H S P
WE | MR - T E - 2 R - TR > 2 | H P ELURA > TR Vs 4
e I PRI e W 4 e e e e
R | EE v BRoF
gi
i 3% 54 3.4.5 % 34
434k
WoE | 420 E A A SRR E T | 52 R E T
32 R E R AR
23/ R T7N S — Rk R g (YN
T A Z[90,1007];B %%[80,90);C | —25[88,100]; —25[60,88); | 125[95,1007;2 25[80,95)33 | A%%[90,100];B %[80,90);C
;_;;f 2[66,80);D 4[50,66);E g | =25[40,60); U2, 720, | 25[60,80) ;4 45[40,60);5 & | 9%[66,80);D Z%[50,66);E 4
[0,50) 40) [0,40) [0,50)
Ted 5 2 T 6 Fhw UL AR R
B | R4 BLE T 6 R L AR o I3 WA L R R roRbE T R
Y - Te b A5y 25 J—— FA AT 385 i AT R L i
‘ R AL 7 i
H A;f' L R E g A [ 315 < IHE‘ ff‘ E B3 N fﬂ ES A:"L'
o BT - L 0. 40, F IE#%%:*H%‘f‘%1¥E{£1H i [ﬁ]iér‘%k& ek R R | B A W E R E K5
i A E (T AHAEINTT) 517 A | AE RS EFRA5#90. 40, | it L#454 0. 40, THE45H
SR | WL 0. 45 MF £ 0. 15 A A A A
IR 5 A TEBZEAE 0. 40, #F 1T & 0. 20 0. 45, #F1fi % 0. 15
kS FEAR B4 2 O3 1 O 400 4 3
T A H TR R e U vk
ik i E
FE | rkmE R, EEN BN | RS IR R B XA | AT B R A R R A AT | B RN R AT, vk TR L dE
s | ST S I PE R 7 W ot 5
FE | EEMRWE S TR, | SRS R A RS LR T B R T W 07 5 vk 17 5, 90 58
T 7R~ “HAR
BeA | AR A PEARF 5 WLHE B K - - Iy b

IR HESE AL P 5E J5 1 I S R T E JE IO
SE AT G AR 3 AU S E A 5 T8 AN R B T ik
0 3 FH P L SRR A R A A ) R R AT A0 O L 23T
BESIT

(DCJJ 992003 & F T duk 117 71 I P A7 222K 2
PERE RS AR TA SR SR AR B R 4R 18 4R IR S
R o OB AR B OB b T B B T A
H R LR BT T8 RO IR A5 A B A L I S S

i A B AN BE MR S AT SRR R B WL R
Wi 5 s % T Al 1T ~ V 2SR 47 47 58 AR 1 3 23 2
Dy LR TSR e R B B RO B s
TR UL GRAS A T 55 3 o3 i 2> BAE V2> TN RE 4
AT S e o 77 B 25 B A . kD AR O i T E B
B0 B E N E R AR 0F . AN BARAR
DUPFE T I i v 2% 45 R ASU [ 5 L 25 0T 2 2R 1Y
YR P 2 B — E R



% 3

AL . 3 IR T 5 A A RBFARILIE T kA5 AT 99

(2)JTG H11-—2004 if FF 45 90 B BF 2 09 4
AARBL VP E S # BRE1T AT VE 53— 2 W PF 437 (19 I
758 AR BT 2 - B AT HE S WA L 4 A (8 5 L H B
B PR A S BTN ez W — R R E i H %
T3 TR R o3 OB | VP 5 SF G D PR AR AR R
St AN H T HOR E A2 BS540 76 45 40 T B
R b B A o i Yk B 58 T S A A )
Bk X RS R E OR S BRI E B AR R
(6 TRIERY ol S DRV SR N N I PNS AR A O o S
A RE S 25 AR K B AK TR vl B . WA % ik
U R D G BT R VO 2 B SR B Y SR A

(DITG/T H21—2011 i& FH F & 0\ B P 1Y
FACRBE V22, FBER H H WAL 35 & & A 456 1
Tk o T R R DLAY 4 AR LR AT R B RE )
25 AR AT YA [ 20 A6 T A 43 2 o 3 i o AR I I SE 2
WU}, 20 A0V 5 48 b5 0T & 0 AH I 52 A0 o X 3 5 78
WHEAT T BGHE  FE D B 25 1 TR B B A i Ok
FEAE RO B W E T =KD BRI R
PR SR U % 7 1 H AT H R A TR A 0V
563 T JTG H11-—2004 AR Z AR 4040 T HF 224k
O EE G ABTE VT 53 U 4 2 B30 A B 8 R 35 s 2
) 535 0 7 A5 Ty T N A AR Se R ) B, A S 2
PRI BT AR e SRR R E L 2
S BB 23 B F S e 0 S0 A O B AE A
MG R TAE &R 8 R 4G — S AR b

(4H)CJJ 99—2017 7£ CJJ 99—2003 KAl I ¥E47
TABLT 3 FH T 30T A BRR LT = —Bh L 58 3%
AIPERE Tk o 7 KM 5% B R IR 45 ) (R A 2 R 0 0P
1588 R F IR AT RS 7 35 WP SF e fRT B T~V 28
FEAP T B 00 R P S R 00 4 B (R AE A 2 45 44 1 i
PRI ) AT 2 485 ) 45 B0 CRAE AR G2 K [) 40 B 43
o AN ) LA 2R B L (B0 19 45 1 R 0D XA 1 T
B BN T RCE AR AL s B TV HE A
(Ol PN A Y (ER R E S B RPN A ik
P B2 4 UG 35475 H DA ST 5 1k 4 3R o o il 2D
HIEWE N E BB 0F HXF T CIJ 992003,
CJJ 99—2017 ¥ T e i #F b R AEE A
15 RMr AT HLTE AR D 22 J7 1« e RO O 48 £50br
HESEATIEE S X MR .

3 BEHFREARRIITEE

X ST A 5 2 o R e 2 1 R SR U
Je AN H UL 1 22 G i AR R RERLAT 25 PEOi 3 7 T
FEBE AR RT3k 4 B 5E 0735 70 0l 1 A7 A 222

BRI E I E 45 R 0% 2,

MR AN [7] 25 750 7R A % 45 4 9 2 45 R AT
FIS B GRS TRV 2 J7 325 04 1 A0 P A 3 P 42 s
RN HT .

COFESEBR R s T R0 28 B b iy 22 =08 L it
B RHRLIE IR A A5 28 B M R 4 AT e IR ATl
TR E ) AH I S R R AT I E L R A A
B FEARAT ML S B A2 1Y 28 (UM Y R AT P A2 [ B
] 225 HABAT ML I T vk AT R

OXF FAMBRME.JTG H11—2004 5
A1 7 » BE RS AR 40 Hh 52 78 DL 22 XM A bR 400 T 2, {HL B
R R PR | B R A R R 5 R R R 0 T
23 JTG/T H21—2011 WABR 45 1 T 32 0 CHEHE &}
PR AR RAR AL 4 P B (0 3 %2 32 o Y LR
J7e X HCE MR T 2 FOR R E T AR A B AR
JER M JTG/T H21—2011 J7 4% 40 0% K TR H
JTG H11-—2004 J7 3645 45 . X T05 3 55 0 ™ &
BL,0TG/T H21—2011 V¥ 45 R 0l o0 & R
B, JTG H11-—2004 % JTG/T H21-—2011 4 ff
7R VERE SRR 2 . X T HEAR B AT A R
HKAIFFZ,JTG H11—2004 B4 68 % . B % H
JTG/T H21—2011 J ¥k,

(3 XF T3 T Ak 9 . CJJ 99—2017 v f 5
TR AT R b A R HE AR B9 PF S kI
EEWARE A, XTI T H £ 5 2 R
Pr BRI KA S S Je M N0 5 B3 T 40 W]
T B V5 5 ¥k L i IR CJJ 992017 &I B A7
KA . (B 0] DL &% JTG/T H21—2011 J7ik
HEATREAZ . B CJJ 99—2017 UM AE T 14 4 1 %
TR D RAMAGAE R GO, WRLE T AHEK
AR e N I E R A Ol O & | P N 83
B o 100 T 5 — 9 3 AR ) ™ B AR AR 2
Br 2 iDL 425 0 D HEUR 6 8 9O0F 17 3L
H A S% JTG/T H21-—2011 H () BI04 1 48 b5
HEATAR DLV, FLEE VPl 5 2%,

CA) 5K B 38 T T2 B 1 2 B R AR 00V 28 T Ik
JTG H11—2004 4F AR5 R, B SO 58 TAE &
JIN CHRAE TR B0 B R AR A L A A A R D A A R
3 T B L T AT RE S IR B AR AN R L AR BRI
A KB . JTG/T H21-—-2011 3¢
RT JTG H11-—2004 B £ AL, J& JTG H11—
2004 Mgk 58T FR 5 T Z R 8L 3T e 45
S AR KRB I T W A A T = F0
A 7 S B o FH R T S M A 28 T M A B R



100 EHMAFE IREFIR 2018
K2 HERPRUTIEER
Tab.2 Evaluation Results of Typical Bridges
. S e ) 7 2 Bl AR I V43 S S5
¥ | MR o 5 B /m I R
JE 2 CJJ 99—2003|JTG H11—2004|JTG/T H21—2011|CJJ 99—2017
5 A TE T T S s h 4R
SR o E PRI R
1 | [ S 20 85.3,B % 81.5, 2% 83.2,2 2% 85.7.B %
L ’ T = ’ 5 A 22 K B A A KT
5% T REA BRI .
LT N NG [ N 13
X757 TR IRFL T A FE A R
2| fa SR 16 51.5,D % 39. 8,42k 38.4,5 2% 52.7, D%
e A o = ’ ’ SRR U 45 A T R
LR G B AR E .
FF T AF TR B 2E B AR
I3 L i D 45 4, 3 PR
3 HEAF A W HERE 22 62.5 2K 65.94,3 2% 68.9,B %
T S Sk W LT L BB A B
Wi .
A T 7 AL 2 B L 4 48
R+ AL TS R L
4| NFTRBE 10 58.6 =% 59.2.3 2% 53.2,D % )
e - 0 0 S AR 7 7 1% ) 5 5
s AR 3B AT IS T
Ho B A TR LN
ANATHE . HRA BUK A A B Ty
5 5 78.74,C %
i A ol R R B L B vk
150 .
A T 2 B L A 4 A Lt K AL
f‘,égh»‘lzl(h ‘;L Jaragly % s ‘,‘}ﬂ}r
6 fuseriy EERE 48+64-+48 78.4,C 4 76.5, 2% 74.32,3 2% 79.5,C % B %R ttﬁ?ni /{\MS
R Pl TREE A Bt B s 2L
W, B> A
HF T 2 B A 40 4% Lt K AL
M=RA S oy % I3 P T, = Wh
7 %@ﬂ‘ RS AR 16 83.2.B% | 84.3.7% 88.5.2 % G2, 1. | T I, R
BN WREE+ F B A NTF 1%;
BB A KR8,
5 T A 7E 52 s A | i 4 4%
¥4 SE B IT 24 KO oK FL 3%
S | AR | LN R ThAE = 60.1,D %% 61.4, 2k 63.2,3 2% 62.4,D %
RORTT | R * SR AR B s
AREMOKFE2% .,
F A7 7E e K PR
205+460-+
9 | BHRLHF iy 205 82.93,B %% 79.4,72% 78.62,2 % 81.21,B % | phasws s % H R AT A
0 TE S 0L
M TRIAF A6 A BRSO, 1
10 | B&WF 160. 65 616 84.94,B 4 59.2, =% 82.68,2 2% 80.42, B4 | ARG it ME . T RE
TR A TR

P&, CJJ 99—2017 fE£ 88 CJJ 99—2003 LN &
FEAH AR T T R T BRI B S bR 4R T vk
F I T W R AR A 0 2 R 2RI R A5 A, A T
ENTEPOWNIAE 3 3 (AN O sy v ) | = A O e
REmE WM.

4 PLEEEIWN

JUER AL v 2R FH B8 3T 5 7 12 R AT AF o 5 19 35 ]
PR AR R IR BAEGE B T B ORAE A LR
H s (ELE o A [ ML 3 5 T 7k B9 6T EE 23 A S AT I



% 3

AL . 3 IR T 5 A A RBFARILIE T kA5 AT 101

FOXE EE 2 B J LA B B AR DL 5E T5 3k A8 552 B L
Had A — L85 T {E A

(DR N F ZILITE.

IR 398 7R 2 AT S8 VYR T 9 AT R — JRE A R
4 B A B ACIR B A7 1 5 & R M 3T S8 RO E B AL
AR SRR B T B FLATR SR T ™ A D0 B R 4
P 01 E 45 8L 1] 8 23 40 BF 2 I U 4 30 A B R 3R
ok —E TR, P TR AR TTE A B AR DL
BT G2 ALV 45 2R L e A P AT E AR
AR A7 3% A 0 R A AR B Y T A 2 AR

(2) #S7H Bo o T K a2 A A 5 55 OS2 B
TEHANIA .

A [RBTG5 T S b R MR S T 1 4%
AHATA] » BT sp A 7 AR R B AN 8 7 o 35 i R
AT A IR A B ELAE B rh 32 PR
T T A6 A AP 23 S R O8I 5 e oy B B B 1Y, IR
Y AT R R B H T E T3 v b s TR AR A
B3 G AN R B A R . PRt s UR R
S SZ A S RO T SR A A A A M X AR B
BHEATGETE . RSO 75l T 40 8 3 2% b 2 R A7 2 1Y
Al T IR MAN 3 B G I YR 1~5 9
G328 BEGON L AR IV B A1 23 R E L SR T i T A
o3 BEAR R WOWG 35 310 0 » A USRI B G £ B4 2
F TR P v A RE 4K B 68 N A5 A0 1 o3 A v R AT
I JHE S 5 00 T o 1 o S 28 PP B HEAA A

(3D Wil EAG o0 WL SE - B B S 4G A i A 1A
B PE o I

A B3R Rl 73 A [ PP 20 TP 22 54 B T 3
HF GEAR DL VF E 45 5 B T BRAT 9 L L 2 ke b
BET7 L AE o DRI B X AN [R] 2 AT 3 L s DU S 25
WEAT RLIE IS A4 R b 25 i Bk ML B4 1
53 R WL AE 45 5 Hb X S B i 5 B o Al i A 2
0 £ 77 1k FIAS: A5 U A A [ R B8 0 I L
FAE AN RS

LA HLE v it 2D A SR 0 AG: A TR | O A
PRI T 1 75 T LS & 38 RS ) BRAL AN )N 5% 7
HARTT JEATR GAR B0 4G 2 iF» RHR 42 IR 5 B9 4G A 0
FEAIDT L 2EAT - Fe 28 0] fiE 2% 5 B0 5E 45 21 10 A 1l
Mo P BT E 58— RLIE BOAT R BACIR DA A
MURE . Bl BRSO vk L B AN BB IR g — ML
T 7 1 58 BOPE R AG A MR DL€

CAD 3T 2% 5 AT 3% 429 a6 20 7™ A% AT A AT M 1Y
MG 7%

R30I 2 AT R 8 B AR B P T i R

RO SE G 53 SR VT o3 b HE 4G BT AN Ta) L 2 5 45 %
W4 A AHR] S AH R 45 20 B 91 2 55 9 22 00 T g &S AR K,
TEN B AT RE 2 R LA AR — B il . CJJ 99—
2017 WOMR R AR DL G5y A B~ E 3k 5 g, i
JTG H11-—2004 s ZARBL S G oy Ty —H ~H2K,
JTG/T H21—2011 Fr LK 559030 43 1 26 ~5 2%,
2 2N BG4 R RN Al X Bl A ir IX
S At X ) — 7 S A T 45 R 1T e AT BT 2200

H T kT R R RN P SR A ] D RE A 25 5% [
AT A TR B9 B T o s AR LS B 22 A K
LT S R M TR 4G A v 0 200 ™ % 42 BRAR ATl ) R L
SKEAT VP 2 . o S Bh. B AT A B M 9 2 i IR
JTG/T H21—2011 1 JTG H11—2004 #4717 &,
T 3 T R R A4 R CJT 992017 4T 3F 5 » A BH A
[F) AT A2 25 ) At A7l B9 T 32 ) 07 25 2R
T3 A A B R R B 3 T H A 3 R R
J R X VA 4 R Y A R e [) R A 5
XA B AR T i B 14 W 5% RN SC B L Bh A T 3
WE TR,

(5) I R AT Ml 8 PP 3 A S8 B R B AR AR B
WE R Bk B etk .

Hur, B2 B R BT & T 9 RITE
ARG LW TP A ik AR W AEFERE DT
NG — S5 [ {5 7 3k ol 47 4% T 1 D) R 2 e /D A N Y
H AT o 22 58 s PF , 507 AR 0 B 55 T 2D 45 [
R DRI SRy B A SRR LT T VA 0 A B Ak SR,
AR X L E AN N G O N BTSSR = S ANl =
FEVF R BRAFIAAE AT IF % EAE 2 1 338 & 48 9 4
7R 320K TR R 4 e B B R A . I
SN TR R P72 77 1k i 3 T B 2 e B 0 T ik
A3 I k35 TR HEAR (R B R IE AT
KA A5 [F) 2 BT B2 0 & T 52 AR B0 37 5 4K
25 RS A % 5 B TR A AT E W
ok AR 5 4l Ak BT

5 & i

CI 3l T 55 2% B A7 B2 08 B AR B0 T J2: HF 22 H
WAL AT ARG N DL e B B 32 AR TR
Fl AT BAT A 2880 4 M b o DO S S BUIR B VP 5E #Y
AR AR b B 5E T7 L4 A AR 44 A H
i FHPEAA 2

(2 3T 2 85 AT % 429 a0 20 7™ A% SR AT A AT ML 1Y
ML PFE T7 1 »AE AT LA 8 R ) HG A 47 b 77 9k R A
FHBDA AR o B ST A B B A 2R AR B2 E 0



102 EAAFE TEFR

2018 5

Fe g CJJ 99—2017 Jy gk 47 ¥F . (B o] DA = %
JTG/T H21—2011 #4752 4% s XF T 20 B MR 32 00 5 s
B AF B JTG/T H21—2011 #4737 2 , {0 78 34
A B o 20 B A R A2 R L V0 IO R S g I
SE SR I 6 ] — M 2 A 17 s 2% IR (] 1) 0 8 O ik
HEATIERE .

(3) R[] B3 PP 22 T 12k A BRI 25 #1134 AL D
ELRERAEER 43¢ 2 (A 7E 52 B 0 v J B0 (i) Rt
M T AN W 58 3 5 L PR OO R A AR T
PR A B R o b XL a0 R ST R SO R B
S RO PR ) A 5 b SRR G AL R R A3 ik
13700 V105 I i S = 07 O [ S/ N A e & | R
i Y 8 R — B0 T & AT b3 FH A B B2 0 5 R 1
W48 AT A A SR OOV L HEsh ATk 2

Sk

References:

C1] CIJ99—2003, 3k #f 24P B R [S].

CJJ 99—2003, Technical Code of Maintenance for City
Bridge[ S].

JTG HI1—2004, 23 47 8 57 4P L LS.

JTG H11—2004, Code for Maintenance of Highway
Bridges and Culvers[ S].

JTG/T H21—2011, 2% 8% Bt 3¢ £ AR B 37 & b U
[s].

JTG/T H21—2011, Standards for Technical Condi-
tion Evaluation of High Way Bridges[ S].

Cl1J 99—2017 . 38 Th Hf B R 47 e AR b LS .

CJJ 99—2017, Technical Standard of Maintenance for
City Bridge[ S].

PR AR AR ENAR . 2 55 30 1T A B B AR B0 T A O 12
XAy A L. i [ 2 B 27 4. 2013, 26 (3) : 94-100,
109.

CHEN Bao-chun, YU Yin-gen. Comparative Analysis

[2]

L3]

of Technical Condition Rating of Highway Bridges
and City Bridges[J]. China Journal of Highway and
Transport,2013,26(3):94-100,1009.

X DS FHE. AN [) L S AT B2 H AR B PEAG T 125 LU A5 0 A
[J]. i i S5 Bt . 2014(11) :69-71,76.

ZHAO Xiao-yan. Analysis and Comparison of Differ-

[6]

ent Standard Bride Technical Condition Evaluation
Methods[]]. Urban Roads Bridges &. Flood Control,
2014(11):69-71,76.

TG, B AT R SR BRI S e [T Lt B
,2012,42(2) :59-62.

L7]

YU Xiao-guang. Comparison of Bridge Maintenance

and Inspection Code in China and Overseas[ ] ]. World

[8]

L9]

(10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

Bridges,2012,42(2) :59-62.

MR 22 A SR 4 ACIR BV E T7 ¥ e B LD, IR
PR A R, 2013.

CHEN Dong-liang. Study on Technical Condition
Evaluation of Bridges [ D]. Chongging: Chongqing
Jiaotong University,2013.

S EBUR. AT AT S 0 1R A B AR R B 4
Gt E 1], A .2010(9) :220-223.

CHENG Yi, XIA Qiong-yao. Level Evaluation of
Using Bridge General Technical Conditions[]]. High-
way,2010(9) :220-223.

Wk AT R B AR T T ] &
% 323 AR I HE AR R . 2012(7) :293-294, 310.
GENG Chao. Explain of the New and Old Standard
Bridge Technique Condition Evaluation Method[]].
Journal of Highway and Transportation Research and
Development; Application Technology Edition, 2012
(7):293-294,310.

BN B TR BRI A SF O RE O vk B IR
[DJ. Jii#% - P4 g 58 18 K2, 2006.

HUANG Can. Discussion of the Assessment Method
for the Technical Grade of Highway Bridge [D].
Chengdu:Southwest Jiaotong University,2006.
EOE. A EERE 2. 55 A BB B RORR BT
PRER AR AR L], A8 Tl R2F 224k . A A B2
R ,2015.,38(11) :1530-1535.

WANG Lian, ZUO Sheng, SHAO Ya-hui, et al. Re-
search on Technical Matters in Standards for Techni-
cal Condition Evaluation of Highway Bridges [J].
Journal of Hefei University of Technology: Natural
Science,2015,38(11):1530-1535.

M LB E S Bk OB REOR R E
P Y DT FH B A 7 1 T 3 L) 0. 2 it A 3 B B < B
AR ,2014(5) :128-130.

CHEN Hong.ZHONG Yong-yun,JIN Zhu,et al. The
Application and Existing Problems of Standards for
Technical Condition Evaluation of Highway Bridg-
es[ J]. Journal of Highway and Transportation Re-
search and Development: Application Technology Edi-
tion,2014(5) :128-130.

O 22 (0 B A BE B R CIR B 3T A AR HE D (JGT/T
H21-201D5 04 i F P RAE N 2 7 5 AR
(1. A UKz .2012,12(11) ; 210-211.

ZHENG Jian-jiao. Differences and Different Between
the Code 2004 and Code 2011[J]. China Water Trans-
port,2012,12(11):210-211.

KBRS W BB AR BT 5 BR AE Y LA 18
BT th b % ,2012,35(2) : 129-131.



% 3

H AL . 3 IR T 5 A A RBFARILIE T kA5 AT

103

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

(20]

ZHANG Yong-giang. Problems Discussing of Stand-
ards for Technical Condition Evaluation of High-
way Bridges[]]. Journal of China &. Foreign High-
way,2012,35(2):129-131.

S 18 3z i R A BB E ST BE. A B AR RAEACK DL I
Fe R LR, bt - 3238 12 i AR 2 R 24 I ST B, 2012,
Research Institute of Highway Ministry Transport.
Application Guide of Standards for Technical Condi-
tion Evaluation of Highway Brides[ R]. Beijing: Re-
search Institute of Highway Ministry Transport,
2012.

EIRMG IR TR 2 LR OC T AT H N AR A
ARG RE 1 £ PR 38 [T 1. 24 B, 2015€9) - 135-
139.

WANG Zong-lin, GAO Qing-fei, LI Jun, et al. Ra-
tionality Discuss of the Current Specification Techni-
cal Condition Evaluation of Bridge Components[]].
Highway,2015(9) :135-139.

TR AR L O B e AR RO T A o ) v R 3 43 O
PEERVTLT ], U BT 22 g 24l . F AR . 201326
(1) :64-66.

GAO Zhi-bo. Discussion of Bridge Member Score in
Standards for Technical Condition Evaluation of
Highway Bridges[]J]. Journal of Sichuan University
of Science &. Engineering: Natural Science Edition,
2013,26(1) :64-66.

R UL 2 B AT B AR BT S A o ) i ¢
TR B n A0S (T ], 2 B 3B B4« B
FHHE AR . 2013(2) :174-177.

SONG Yong-huan, HAN Shuai. Calculation of Bridge
Components Number n of Standards for Technical
Condition Evaluation o f Highway Bridges[]]. Jour-
nal of Highway and Transportation Research and De-
velopment: Application Technology Edition,2013(2) .
174-177.

oL BR o ML RS R IR REAR R
F o DG T AT SR A AP 3 D1 R B 1 A s (). 383l

[21]

(22]

(23]

[24]

[25]

FrifiAL,2013(11) :10-13.

HAN Shuai, CHEN Gang. YE Jun, et al. Conforma-
tion of Disease Evaluation Scale of Bridge Components
in Standards for Technical Condition Evaluation of
Highway Bridges [J]. Transport Standardization,
2013(11):10-13.

W e B TR WA BT A B BRI
REJTELT]. A B ag @R 2015,32(9) 1 49-56.
JIANG Tian-yong, LONG Wei. A Method for Evalua-
ting Technical Condition of Stone Arch Bridge Based
on AHP[J]. Journal of Highway and Transportation
Research and Development,2015,32(9) :49-56.

XUSE D5 o Ji Uk 4 S TR A BR S5 4 F 40 05 R AL e HE )T
kg ], A #%,2013(4) :201-204.

LIU Yan-fang,ZHOU Yong-tao, BAO Wei-gang. Re-
search of Bridge Structure Maintenance Scheme Prior-
itization Method[ J]. Highway,2013(4) :201-204.
HAEMLE AR I TR MR R
5 LI ] AR B R 4l . FAA B2 IR, 2015,42(2)
358-362.

HUANG Zhi-wei, HUANG Qiao, REN Yuan. As-
sessment Method of Existing Bridge with Mid-small
Span Based on Degree Analysis Theory[ ]J]. Journal of
Southeast University: Natural Science Edition, 2015,
42(2) :358-362.

W R EEV BRNES . 0T 48 By P Al 7 12
(1] AR # %, 2010(6) :21-24.

XU Jun, WANG Zhi-ping, CHEN Wei-zhen. Inspec-
tion and Evaluation Method for Old Steel Truss
Bridges[J]. Bridge Construction,2010(6) ;21-24.
AL A AR AN AL B TR B AR B AR
SR 5 e L)) BN ¥ 5 TR, 2011, 28
(3):34-39.

HUANG Qing-wei, YU Yin-gen, WEI Jian-gang.,
et al. Technical Detection and Assessment of Con-
crete-filled Tubular Arch Bridge[ J. Journal of Archi-
tecture and Civil Engineering,2011,28(3) :34-39.



