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Reliability Analysis of Reinforced Concrete Bridge Pier using Inspected Concrete

Deterioration
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Abstract

In the present time, Technology has been used to help to
make the construction and maintenance of bridges more
comfortable and accurate. Being able to know the condition of
the damage and be able to predict the likelihood of a bridge
failure will enable to know when to get the bridge maintenance
in order to prevent damage that may occur.This research is to
analyze the reliability of the pier structure of the bridge. This
case study will study the bridge over the Chanthaburi River, Km.
at the end of the bridge 331+0.15.00, which has been in use for
more than 26 years. As a result, in the future bridge piers have
a chance of getting damage. Therefore, this project aims to
analyze the damage of bridge piers by using the 3D Finite
Element Method (FEA) analysis by the ATENA computer program
considers the force and the deflection that occurring. After that,
it will be used to find the Reliability Index of the structure by
using the FEA results to analyze the reliability of the bridge
structure by the SARA computer program. The study found that
it was able to bring the reliability index data to use as a reference
in assessing the current condition of the bridge and indicating

the period that should be maintenance.

Keywords: Bridge piers, 3D Finite Element Method, Reliability

Index

1. uni

weailanisneadsazwiulainswmuitaziTauinisunegns
sowlladlasnisneaisasriulutaduldlinisinnuiiumnealulag
WU 9IA1UN1S00ARULLALABES 1S LT BLRNAIINEINTATDY

dznulagdny azwiudionanisldnuliuugasniuetassiinnig



dewanm Tnelannzasundninms nsimzuaziAnnisuand1ovili
aznue19inn1593ale mnanusamarzuladnasnuazia
nstrgalugiiaitassyiiiaiunsalesdunazdentngiliedis
uvad

Tunmsfnwifsgadiuluiinsieneiliasadsduiidunese
agwiu Fududuiingmnniian Tagldsziouisinludedmuduuy
3 9 (3D Finite element method, 3D-FEM) #28lUsunSUATENA-
3DuarSARA-3DMpTUlIARLAr AT AT ol eresianasle
AENLABUNTALASIIAN

msfnmiasiaueitnsensiamuinsduresnisfanis
JiRvedlassadasnuaoundmaSumaniisunsssnneieg e
thieyafildanmsnsisaeulassaiaidsiiineuninananinmii
ek Srufudulsdusingg sndeseimidssudmiinesatu
AYNIU UATIEReliability analysis WEIUINIANALIUAIINUIDY
\Wuflazwiuazdvi weflaznaununsgeaiigmioneairdnly
auanlieg1aluszdnsnm

o

a o o v
2. UARYNNYIVDY
2.1 Arudouanimveslnsiaisazwi (Bridge deterioration)

2.1.1 @UNGAIUTOUTNIN

madeuan i lviasnuldanansadudmdnussnnla
auunf  vlimsdenanmiuiinansynudrdgiunisesniuy
waznsPeNkTnU s v lnsanregeBduanmngoud

ULy Jedlianudiladenisidenaninvesreuninluaniie

a

Tdnunmelddundeuniggiu NIFOUANINVDIADUNTH

aunsasuuneanidu 5 vie mummqéﬁﬁ

1. mydeuanmlnganuvsynanenin éun maveduuy
wka nsvgada msvadanuuNanaRn sudsiuasmmvesi
lupaunin

2. madevanmlnsanvmynans Téud msveiudu ms
Aansaulaensn  msianseulaedamls  UJASe1sewingsneiu
PP

3. madenaaelasauvsynana iun msdnd nmsvedne
FenspuaiuaenszuansIanes mauandvesesiluainie

a. madevanmlaganvnynadanm fun nsdesanin
Ty nzlas s19nfienseawuaiiseuslssnm

5. madevanmlaganmgsan Wun nsinadslumsn

1Judy

2.1.2 M58 UlASIEs 9@ N UL ERNEN N

) o o v o = o a
N5 Td UL TUTUNDUNEN QJ]m’Uﬁ]TLLuﬂﬂ’NQJLﬁHW']EWILﬂW
£ o v Y o ' £ Lo aa
VUNUSFCNIU UizﬂaumwumauuaziwazLaﬂmmﬂ‘] VUBDYNUID

wazdudrunldlunisnrageuduneulun1snsiageuaz L

P v
= "o o

v ey o
mu@&]ﬂ‘U‘Ui%LJWFJ?{@WI“ULLa%ﬁﬂWWIWEWI’JIU“U'eNﬁ%'WWUL‘Wi?%Q%UU

1]

HnTiadeUIFostiauiifefivasunanateguuuy Tunns
AsEUIzFBLiiinLTaUARULarMSuTeyafiauysal s
dunmazdeaduluogreszinsziuazidla  sossoevanstim
ey vy w aww L 4

sededlisumetuiinlisgrausiudt  Taglufiiisnaraulaniu

Hemenlaseasnediuans

2.2 msansziwuulaidaduseseideudtinludiefiuud

(Nonlinear finite element method)

meeilasassreuiunesuuuliidududuniodiod
Wudlsausudmsunmsussiiuwaveonuuulasiadianaimngsy #
SARA Usznausienounin lassadnaneuninasuivanuast uaiu
A9 MsasrsnuuTasdldidadunaedudiudrdglu wuudiass
fib 2010 dwsulaseasrsnaunin Tnefiazanusalinismovaues

wagnsiunuveslassaiisianaismuiinunulivionuiog
aelddouluiizuuss ogndlsfin luguuuiitvuatuigasounis
Usgnsie snfimesidudeusindenuliviueu vieuanuuugy
gowdwd3 SARA aztfunmsiiesgiuuulidaduiiasiousssvos
WUUTN803lAT9ET1e FoHKIT SARA AzYeTviinsgun1sIaes
Fuavdaduedeadfelmidmivnisesnuuunazyszifiulasaii
ABLNTAESIWAN WUUIAOIRNAUNIUAIUNTIATITALUU L
Wusndusesiinismsrsaeunuudassilifisswouaziisuuuuay
Uaandeluseauanadinsunsngiaaeuniseaniuy N1591a88
Fuavsrmiunisguiiegisiismegluiaiesiiovensiuag SARA viily
Lﬁﬂmsﬂsmﬁuﬂ'smﬂaamﬁafﬁyu@ﬂ wuuTIaeINIsAIAEImMTUNIS
$raesauiumululasinis SARA dudsnmsiieszilludied
wunuulhdaduilflurendng ATENA - Tnefifugiusnannau
Tug AkIN9uaICervenkalne T uA daymnuuluidduazyinlay
nsvuINNSTg LAzl (3UwUUA99 Y035 TR U-919d) N3
uidgymazgnuseiliulaensiaseiidadulaeiansunainaui
vesfaquienuuduinduvesian Taonisuidgmaglasunns
Usuugsluszesuily Tnedrsdaainngainuszneviliifudadu

NILUINTINGEMEAIDANUUANAISE IS La iy

wvaad o o

AuaNURNdAYYeIRUNTAADNTALDUADIULALLALLUY
nagunu nanafe nsiiuidwgreditedfynsldanudunuu
lalasauniin laeluunain Willam 19Tu ATENA d1usunnseasne

LuUINapInaunInnelaLssdn A5nsdpuaatamnuASen tagd



anuaseaiwmuadunasiuidsanainnisuaninazgnldiiie

widgm anudunanadin nsdu “a

2.3 mynarizinundesdiuvesdasiaiie (Reliability Analysis of

Structures)

1N9U398989 Andrzej S. Nowak, Kevin R. Collins [1] AAnY
oernuufevedlasasielfiauauuifAnisn1smaAl Reliability
index, B (assviininuudeiie), Probability of failurelonanns

13) ldanaunns

t,—u
g g
B = =
(T2 -0
)
Tng B oA Reliabilty Index Feludiunduvesduusyanoves
ASUUSHU(COV) vaailendu
oRQ) = R - Q T4 R, Q Wudaseseriu i R, Q fimsnszaedn
WuU Normal distribution A9ty

Reliability index way Probability of failure agdunuslngaunis
=—g"! = —_
p=-¢ (Pf) vde 1 (=F)

dinueliduls Q wnuthwinussnn uaduds R unu
ANNENINTAINITTULSY 1meie Ruaz Q  Hnnsns¥aefiuuu
Normal distributions atuwaanazls

);
4

......... - ladina
wallaeany
(R>Q) A
~Q — wana
E (R<Q)
*Q

JUT 2-1 wedaendouaziunnisiidlunsam 2 §@

(R=Q) lagazlus

sonlu 2 wefewnUasndouasiusia nanfedn R > Q

nUveunIzgnUuUdlailindudadiin

anuanansalumsiuusannnitmdnussn Tasadsazdaonde
&1 R < Q : mrwansnsalumsiuussosndithutdnussyn Taseada
gy fathusazannsaduinlonmanisife Aeanuinazdud
R<Q: mmmmszﬂums%’uLmﬁaﬂﬂdwﬁwﬁfnmmﬂ
Pi=P(R<Q

3. s208uU5Y
TuuniarndmisuneulagFesmugsunssiunsee
Amuadgmilieadesas ingussasdvedassan  Anvmguii
Hedes  Anwvhanudilasuulasadnmmavedesns way
1UALBEALUUADUD  NTENTIAUAYNITATIVADUAAEUILAINT I
vowesoazyuiuushhdumG  thuanmsmageukazdsaiildn
WAL ATENA3D  LUUMSINSEYnainuasiinsizininu
Wndeiovatlasiadadng SARA3D aAUTIENANITIATITALAZITNG

uilvlunsdwuligm asunavedassnu
31 AnwuuunediNeiivemeoay W INT Ui IunyT

3.1.1 T8aBRaIIUTIANY
Tulassmsisasjuduluiinensussneuiuuresmeio
aznudnaudihdung  Teanmsfinvuuuneatisaimesazinu
wudasmuisiiureuninaiumdn wimmendwld 2 dadfe
381 10 waz $8m 30 ¥, Tneiivasen 30 wasiuduiiey
nanath fifesun 3 929 wazdhutaemen 10 wenduduitoguu

X o o ,
WUAUUVNVUA 3 YN

< v Py R o
E‘U‘V] 3-1 UUNDEATNASTIUTIULNLUIAUNYT

Tassnuiidunisuseiinaninlaseadesdiuansvesae nuanzas
Tufamolavesazniy Inediud uvesayniuazlaiansan Wasan

oA
LANILHBUBAUN 6

OR 7.00-8.00M. SPAN
% o c

ZaME=NzZUEZIREN=rE]
IEERNIN IR} TN

rENES!
i

srioa

[T TREL LI T
TTTLTRRLLILT

INNEENINENENIN)

TR

IENETREINE S seoe e

[T

——

' D
° v ) '

3-2 WuUneadsEE MUINULI T T UNySaune

3

=

gl

Eafl



3.1.2 N1581599UAZA TI9TOUNDN DAL WIUTUNY TN AT
nMsasneaundsRdenudInulindunys wWielinisd1siad
NINTFIUUAZAINYNADS 819899 NATlodNTIa uazATIvERUAT NI
Taedinneas19aeniu NTUN1Ma (2555) wagyinnisinseeyass
WHiBRSI9daUANUADAARBINUYBILUUNBAS kALl ATIES 19 N
934 lngagvhnmsdrsiaanudemenioniilan anntuiwmageum
o v w a a v a o v v e
AT AVBIABUNT AT LA 599 AAFUIN #28115LE Schmidt’s

Hammer

;JlJ'*?i 3-3 Schmidt’s Hammer
Tngasvhnanasinun 9 i Wusuauisdu 720 90 lagivun
Fundsagou 16 90 Fausiazgavinaiustnedes 30 fadwns wde
A 16 e Taeynenasdodliuandandiadeiu +7 Tneaniia

YunldldunanAiadereanisng 1 4

U7 3-4 msvaaeulag Schmidt’s Hammer

3.2 mMunTIeuvvlihdudausssdeuisinlugiodunsly
e Ineldlusunsy ATENA-3D

Wordun1studuinadnsnlauiannsmuianisndaaians
v a < v aa S o ~ a v ea
murauiimesgnees lnedsn1siAaisagimsSesuiisunaansy
Toanlusunsufuradnsilaannnisauaialneldnisinsehiids

i Tngaznaaeulaenislimubudisgy

UM 3-4 amguildlunssuiunisvageu
FeA9 1 Deflection idwiailaainyie 2 35 Anefwfies 1% e
Msuasuanunsathuninsehile
#@519uuunandlags19dmuLUUnaas 19veIneLpaL Y
v 'Y o o ° & o &
Pruwsiindunysuazyiinisdensuin Mesh limunzaulaglunsdiil
Wenaun 40 9w, 1nea1nn153LATIERLU Displacement control

Ionadmesioarnuiliuusdligeani 2816 KN

3.3 mamsIsinudeduredasaias i (Reliability
Analysis of Bridge Structures) lagl#lusinss SARA-3D
3.3.1 funeunsinseilaeldlusunsy SARA-3D
Tnemsiaszinnudeiuredasadisasnulagldlusunsy

SARA-3D 2xiltunaunsediunu fil aéeuaznsIsdeuLuUIaes
Tassadalu ATENA-3D 1denduAmminiivosvesiuysiidosnisas
A meseilunalaeimnsfnesiingn uwasnadnsd
Ialudrwiaman Reliability Index way Propability of failure u&a

dranSeuiisuiu Eurocode WieaSuenanaly

332 umﬁﬁ)ﬁu_gw (Fundamental concepts)

Taealu n1seenuuulasiasieslsznaudienissadndau
aarUsznevvedlassadddiidulumudndunazsidulunuine
Arulaonde wesiatan wazmnumumunieldusenseinangls

wmiinussy neflunufauaninisussfiupnuiasduresnissly

a

U 3-24 Tnefiansanaindauys 2 i (Fmdedelvanuulassaina
wazdnfnisiinudumuedaseadie e S uaz R ufauus
wuvdulusssun@ msduazdulumuilaiduanunuiuiuvresniny
Uezluiidenndesiues fS(s) uaz fR1) mudiu JUT 3-7 assy
Arvaamnsfined SN uar RN fildasedumulaonde Tnefiudl
wudouiusinduldaisans Aedainnaamysiniutandy
YDINIIHI ﬁuﬁﬁuaamsﬁu%uﬁwﬁuagﬁuﬂaﬁﬂawuﬂszﬂﬁ fo

- fumisduimsvenduldnfaes: esvezviheszninaduldnts
gefiudumnuezduresmsiazanas mundwenduldcens
wanslagARAB(US Was PRIVEIERIFINUS

. Msnszaefvenduldniaes: fdulduieoay fuives
mMsiudeufunazanuinasiluvesmswelites n1snsganedienad
dnuaslamzlasinnsguaideau (0S way OR) yosiusviees

.« sUswoaduldsisans: g auanslnefeituanuruuiy

Ypaaui1azidu fS(s) wag fR()



A
s
AG
L)
(|
Hs Sy ku Hy SR
U7l 3-7 msuUszdiummniiazdueamsis
NaN1IAENUIRY

4.1 aAnudenievasn1usaiatEn (Cap beam)

SEAUANUELTNY

ANMNIATZIUNTUNN

TgavidunnLLEeIeY

2 (@)

P < a o a
AN IDBAANLETUN T WAL

2 (@)

a A I3
F"’]E]UﬂiﬁlﬂiWi\i“llu’]ﬂLﬁﬂWﬁ’lEJi]ﬂ

2 (@)

nugngaaauUiunaniaiy

2 (@)

SRULANVUIANAINSDUTLNED

AsUEIain

2 (@)

dnnsou wgaseu uazdusels

UShaulAu

4.2 HANTIFIATIZRULUUINAR N NIANAANEN VD IND3ID

GRS

Load (MN)

0 0.001 0.002  0.003  0.004  0.005

Deflection (m)
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