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Assessment of Concrete Bridge Conditions of the Department of Highways in the Eastern
Economic Corridor (EEC)
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Abstract

This research aims to assess the condition of concrete
bridges under the Department of Highways in the EEC
economic zone, a vital economic area of Thailand facing
deterioration risk factors such as carbonation and
reinforcement corrosion, affecting the load-bearing
capacity and service life of the structures. The bridge
condition is analyzed by examining carbonation and
reinforcement corrosion, using relevant mathematical
equations to analyze the results of the study process.
This research collects data from the Bureau of Bridge
Department of Highways, including bridge type, bridge
age, number of bridges, and bridge length. After data
collection, the relevant information is analyzed for
bridge deterioration using related engineering formulas,
which are used to calculate the structural behavior and
predict deterioration trends. Indices are used to assess
the concrete condition: Margin ratio for safety, Margin

ratio for durability, and Deviation ratio. The results
obtained from the mathematical equation analysis are
compared with actual test results, and correction factors
are applied to ensure the analyzed values are accurate
and as close to reality as possible. Finally, bridge
structure data collected and analyzed is gathered to
create a database and analyze the impact of various
factors. The data and research results obtained from the
analysis can be used as guidelines for developing
effective prevention of concrete bridge deterioration,
maintenance, and bridge strengthening to ensure safety

and extend service life in the long term.

Keywords: Concrete Bridge, Carbonation, Reinforcement
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VRN U R LA wA1AReTuaan (Eastern Economic Corridor:
EEC) flumunnddaylumsiviadaumsiinlanmaasysiavns
Ysznalng Toganizluwispensaean fenu Asdsedin
anmlATaf e ugINuAzNTINgesAY Wi aewin Faiy
Fesnduntnede Wnlilaseadedianudanasusonisideu
wazannsadaoamslinuldogiedidssinsaw

amwiadenlue FEC fiflanuiuduvinsgeuasisinaing
ansuaulnnnlzdge Feasrilinszuiumsansusuiufiniy
9519590157 sewalidn pH luiinapunsnanas vl passive
film vaundnasugaansasildaaslsdaunsai v I
inmsiansauuauran vililaseasieasnuiiimasanas
NuAFp i EnmannadlaseEdeasnnasunieluiui
Fenfavays szuns wazazBung eludiu Safety uaz
Durability Faiflnuinadiiannudsegedansidouaningss
Apun3aLazmaniasy lagliislinneinadinmanssiuduy
fayanmaauy Wolsyiuseduanudusnnsidouanin
Az sy nSawEieBannynisiiey

auLAFILIDINITLTE
- AsERNANINIBSEENINAAT LS8 Girder UBs
HTW
- denszuauansesuswiunsuiinan lsdazuin v TR
Feaiundn (easlsdluiionauniatasnii 0.05 %
Tasrwmiinaaunss) S1989: NRMCA(2020)

- Aennsiensauaaufiavinsa L anuLIASIEs 1
2 sziipuisieve

21 nauuaznuidufiisniag
211 msiByanwlaseasienaunse
Taseadrempunsaanunsadauaninidannasilady wu
ANuaLpeYaR (Fatigue) wazAIsuiuivuazazanu i q
(Freezing and Thawing) LLCﬂ"i.jQﬁﬂﬁﬁ’]ﬁiyﬁ&j@ﬁﬁﬂ']iﬁ@ﬂfau
ppundniaiudadudinddalunissouswoslaseadis
Aunsm Tottori (2003) (Futen1sinnsnusawniniasy
pandu 2 Yszan [Fud Ussinniisapdiifanaunisiansan
(crack-precedence type) waz Usznniin1sinnsouinfon
5p8$1 (rebar corrosion-precedence type) dwsudsznnii
mMsAansouLARAPuSEINL aansaunletpoiiuiiulasn
Wi AsAsunLud (Carbonation) wag ANuEuRILaIALAED
(Salt Damage) FeluuisefiavauufdnUsuimaanlssly
Asunsalid1d1nd 0.05 % Tagsiinilnuasasunia 99
WupAuIazianszUIunsasuBLLTudsuiinanlsfazii
vt Anafiuwndn duduuouiumnd NRMCA (2020) 16

Arvualy Fan1ndsunaueanissin 0.05 % tagtininuag
ARNASA afundndanfnlslaed asuausudeluiildanan
PH upsmaun3e

212 AyiildamsunIsUsaduanInasunse

JSCE (2022) téiaundudalddinsudszifuanin
Tnssafranpunindifing n3e Taseasreaauniniiieadiauass
%50 Taseasnmaunsaildsunseauugnudifeunansluaunis
i (1) waz (2)

Rp — S
22 % 100 [%] 6

M, =

Tpfl M,
Rp @» Cross-sectional force (N)
Sp @ Strength (N)

A Margin ratio for safety (%)

Tra — 1sa
c

My = X 100 [%] (2)

wg?i M, @» Durability margin (%)
Tpa A2 LANSHAAMSIEDUENWLDIER (T)
Teq @9 ogstinuiianands @)

agnelsAmnudsil margin ratio ﬁgmauaim (JSCE,
2022) sudfildnanludsundi Feanunsalidmsulaseadredt
SalaildAnmsiansauwitu Mori (2024) Feldinausdsi
Deviation ratio fsuaasluguns (3) Aarursaldlunng
Usziiiuaniwaznundsannfiinnisdansauluinds n3s oy
Tutas progressive period #§pwndsarniin Fefufidazidn
Hadtuifenuduinsiunadaansdugud 1

Dy = lmﬂ x 100 + 100( — 1) (3)
Taufl D, @p Deviation ratio (%)

Tyi #9 seoziaiwpangaseidenaniniy

ASTUIUAISLEDUEAIW 8 LIa1N11A1S

A8
TNi =t— ti (4)
An N TAlSnuTenue

ogfl t

t;  @p swndieelfaunfamsdauanin

Tyi=tiy1— 4 (5)

Wefl  ty, A9 SwndfmdsnaussidEauaniniuda
syaufguiusyauiagn

Ty @p  91wandaldluaisiingassuaunng
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Deviation Ratio(%)

-y
Deviation
ratio(t)

2 TimeT
Latent 4
period

U7 1 AsWANuFuNNSsEnI1e Deviation ratio A 11an

Mori (2024) I&wdsgreuns Deviation ratio aaniiu
3 seulapdafanudumefifadulassaaaunia oy @
deviation ratio 100%, 200% waz 300% 9z1JUUDULUR DY
deviation degree 1, 2 oz 3 HINSAFDENEAINANTLEDUENIN
palaseadensunia danancluaisied 1 usnaaiisesli
deviation ratiolunisuszifinaninazwininiue EEC Apg
donldaunisinuizanlunisaianiselsnsiaisiinnis
VDU W ILEInSEUINAS A SUDILTY LaZATTUILANS
AansoupunanasundsaInd Passive film Tauranslludn
TAgATEUILANSASUD T

Degradation Durability Indicator Deviation Degraded
process Index Value degree condition
Latent period Margin ratio 100%~ Before steel
For durability corrosion
Progressive Deviation ratio 0%~100% 1 Steel corrosion
period occurrence
Pre-accelerated  Deviation ratio  100%~200% 2 Corrosion cracking
period occurred
Late accelerated  Deviation ratio  200%~300% 3 Corrosion spalling
period occurrence

A15197 1 anwupelaseds1eraunsadu Deviation degree

213 asthugsasimaiamsusutiuasinsiansiie

AMsrugsasnsiaafusmiuainsanldlagnns
ATeE a9 5A9 N FATWIAZDUATHUDAVF I EUFENILT
aula Mpisefiiun g innsinmsnaans waswaauS
TasudazaumsazifusiazgUuuuaunsiunn sty

Architectural Institute of Japan (2016) (faupaunis
aamsaldasimsiinasuamiuluanasgu Durable Design
and Commentary for Reinforced Concrete Buildings @ 3
waaluaunsi

X, = AVt (©6)
Tagfi X, @ Carbonation depth (mm)
A @9 edulsrEvssnsinisiinadusiuiy

(mm/i)
t da  wnddunnnpasiaass

A=k By Byt B (")

A9 AR TRAUSRTIANTLARANSUBLLEY,
17.2 dmsudszmneaing (mm/y/D)
«; @9 E1ENUsEENEATNAUUTIANUDINIA

Toofl k

sutuaaunse, 1.0 §19150aaunsnsssue

s 1w
=1

«, @9 @1FuUseEnBATuAUYsELANY D
Yudiund, 1.0 dmsvdiunduasauand
559UA"

o @D Adunlsyansatudy W/C ratio (W/C-
0.38)

By @D Adudszansg
1.33(0.017T+0.48), T @
AT YE)

B, @p easidtufuanuiuuinalaseEdi
ApuASH Fenaasluannsi (8)

B, @» @rasiifiiufuamuduiueeeCos,,
\/COyconcentration[%]/0.05

By =k, Hy - (100 — H,) - (140 — H,)/192000  (8)
Taafl k  Ap @eed AouduseTmsAnasunmii,
1.0 gnsuaniwuindsnnuutyn, 1.6

S as Y

FUSUFNWLIA DU LU LAY

o '

H, @9 @1enuiudunwns (%)

214 A15vINIEERSINTITAAATON

Kakegawa et al. (2012.2) (éwWmu1aun1sa1uIsudmng,
msianson dunanluaunsi (9) waz (10) Tnudedeanua
msnaansluApLASATiHINAMTNATELEA W IASaLEIUN 20
1 Felfanunin 20 Uszuan Adnsdmsieadiuud 4 sedu
(50%, 55%, 60%, waz 65%) wazlsunamanlsamsudy 5 szé
(0,01,0.3, 05 way 1%) uonand geinslinpuninfifisyey
ﬁmmaun%mﬁmwiwﬁu(l& 20, 30, wag 40 ux.) Fapgn
asuniagniulugunafuazanuiuiiaiueu douiing
ﬂizmumitﬁ'ﬂmfuaLuﬁ'uﬁm@mmﬁ 30°C anuiu 60% uay
anuiuiuuesasuaulneanlsd 5% lnsvinisnaaneluiing
Tsukuba ﬂszmﬂa’jﬂu ﬁqﬁa_mﬂgﬁmﬁlﬂ 13.8°C wazau i
FUnWns 75%

w=q-Vt )

Wefl g fn sesAsAnnsauwan (mg/cm/i)

w An  USuneuafinndn (mg/cm?

W) (10)

el p, AB A
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v, @9 @eefiiuansdenisiadsufiveeans
W HuazennTian

ys @9 AlasfifinanedananssnuupesW/C
ratio

W/C @a Water cement ratio (%)

C @p szuzfuApunie (W)

A Y1, 72, ¥3 DuAuAMuiuyaeaanisslonouds
wamslum1sed 2

M5197 2 61 Y4, ¥, ¥s luduanuiniueenaslsepaau

Chloride ion

Y1 Y2 Y3
Kg/cm3
0 235 19 54.3
0.45-0.52 0.583 0.8 18.7
136 -155 1420 0.6 357
227 - 258 1141 0.2 34.4
4.54 — 4.68 2155 0 38.8

22 fiusiusiuiipyauasiaduuiaya

221 mMssIwTIudpya
UDANMUDLLATIZATDYANUIBUTIBANTTLABITD 113

ATUNIINAIMSDaednsTinedn Tasioyadenanldsiusiu

FruauaTHIL BiA a¥WIN AUYIEENIL DAadeazNIy

sduvumsiinuLagiAns i aEnId

222 \ivdayadbildsey

T At Street View vae Google Maps tunsaanses
arwnluidslassasreunadaibildszy lutioyadildun wu ansg
m‘mﬂaﬁmuax‘wmLﬁ'aixyﬂszmmmazwm A19AFULUVUDY
sMEzIuRadsananyuEzny wnliaansafuioya
Téiilpsanniadnfnyuunias Google Maps {idudnsasiiui
Viudoya

[ 4
A

@o

n

UM 2 azwuinuugnuswiawiaiau na.361

2.2.3 savngudpyadaswiu
foyatisrusiuldannniapausynis Google Maps way
A5 RN udaiFeely Excel iiipanuazadInlunis

Fwnsvhtioyasaly

2.3 mMsUsziliudanINazwIL
fufifldasiasieianinazniud 3 d1lagsreBean
nuIdeuas (Mori, 2024) {fuA Margin Ratio for Durability,
Margin Ratio for Safety wag Deviation Ratio #asiisenan
INNEDANTIWLEASANNFUNUSIAY WA X: Margin Ratio for
Durability & Deviation Ratio wn w4 Y. Margin Ratio for
Safety
2.3.1 Margin ratio for durability
Wsefingriifnasusinluaenuaounia windn
wwiuntvluapunsadeliiAnnisdnnson Fanuizdanns
AR NILADUASATIRIA L aSa NS DAL NI NADLASHT [HSY
AsHauugunds Tnsadenanlfannsliddansluaunisd
(1) waz (2)

2.3.2 Margin ratio for safety
Msspuiisufidwasusaiauiazluuudseninaniw
mslfuasenazidefioonuuodanansluaunisiwazrinly
an1nwn1stivuasedayalissyldviinisaianislassiede
UM 557U AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design Specification A
Mdsfpnuuuiwszianuuuiitdneasoneaznutiug ma
LfnuunAsasvaznInazdn¥inn1saBmindaazwiuay
qummsgmﬁmi”umsaaﬂLLmJLLa:fiaa%waam%’fﬁmﬂmi
$1059UT9Ya NFunIanarlddariunsgIusanutienun 3
LA
(a) Standard Drawings for and
Construction 2015

(b) Standard Drawings for Highway Construction 1994

Highway Design

(c) Standard Drawings for Highway Construction 1991

el dadlddnsunisniddedoudonldaudi
Apafrefinseumnesyuiduiuguazanmasiiannuuuiiages
mmmsiméwﬁqmmgm AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design
Specification mﬂgﬂ‘ﬁ 3

T T
BRIDGE DESIG

NSoaNIUUEWAU

uuaiiesa  yaupsaan

U7 3 msepAuUDEzWIL (BRIDGE DESIGN)
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2.3.3 Deviation ratio

MUszafinanInasniuaounsafiinnssuanaisans
vonfuisrasiiasyinlfifanisiansausnananiasuly
Apunsa taguleszruaFereidy 3 seeu (Degree) s¥eu
71 wEnasusuinnisinnseu ssdufl 2 LBRsauuAnULRAY
ADUASH STHUT 3 AuASRAzINaLTLRANLASY

24 A1SATINEIUAUUNUTIDDINANITILATIZR
tunisysziiiuaniwlaalddssl Margin Ratio for
Durability wag §ufl Deviation Ratio 9fupthsunnfiazdag
danldaunsmanisellfmansau Hesnsasiinaisusiu
Alunsriuesundililumsdemfuaiudessasiiazii
¥ AnnsAnnsantwnanasudeainluldlunsnidl Margin
Ratio for Durability wag ns1a15AnnseunanasLLinald
Fnpdniiieninanudomugyuunen e dei ulinen
Deviation Ratio #elulasvesuiiesvinnisidanldaunisi
wianzaNfiganiansUsundeildanaunis Tay $1edeanu
FATNEZHINITILAZNANITLNZLAUAIDE19ADUATANAFZNIY

ialinsyssdinainguasiissansaiwanniige
3 wamsiAssAipua

a1na1e 8 Margin Ratio for Safety, Margin ratio for
durability wazésfl Deviation ratio fildnanaly deluuniias
unisiiaidyddenanadis 3 @1 u1l8lunsusziduanin
azwuluie EEC Tapasudmuinarniunassiauneasniuds

M597 3
A15197 3 fiayaszwiuluwe EEC
Fenin . _
BAYS azBun YYD

Type ’

PC Box Beam 7 24 1
PC | Girder 45 22 14
PC Multi Beam 3 1 -
PC Plank Girder 102 100 72
RC Slab type 120 64 66
FIUFZWIUNATIA 642

31 masewaa safety (Margin Ratio for Safety)
AEumsa (1) Al ausluuniiugs NFATILLAULAT
ANTATNIRIE U Margin Ratio for Safety $ia9v1s1UA1 My,
Vu (Ultimate Load) kag Mn, Vo (Nominal
ANgAIRIAIA19q TuASU ST AW FzAILIANATUEIY

capacity) T g

Girder y9NasWIU

fudinagrwinaiuisantenanidy 2 dou @s
Substructures wag Superstructures @< Girder 893148
Hudau Superstructures Tasa1inafiidandudiy

Superstructures 11 l8lun1sYseinanIwaznin twsizdu

-5-

De

Busiuisviminussnalagase Famafia Msidenoazaena
sioAnuYanasisypsaEn LAY

3.11 ansAuaee Ultimate Load (AASHTO LRFD Bridge
Design Specification)
(@) A1sn1E1 Moment wag Shear 91n Dead load
@1 Bending moment axileng fignusnaifenatasasaznim
grungaauIn anaunis (11) waz (12) TagaznIuse 5 1iie
RC Slab type, PC Box Beam , PC Plank Girder PC Multi
Beam waz PC | Girder Tinanasideafiulunisaiuim

WDC - L“
Mpec =—5— (11)
Taufl  Mp. @ Bending moment fifinann
woc (kip.ft)
L @ AuY17 Span (ft)
wpe @8 Dead load uulaseasieazwiu(kip/ft)
WDW - Le
Mpy = o (12)
Taufl  Mpy @2 Bending moment AAaa1A

wow (kip.ft)
wpw 79 Dead load uanannlaseasisazwiy

Vi J999199 (kip/ft)
shear force azflAunnfigauiiiaidalyypsazwiu
Tagaansamensenanidesansluaunisd (13) way (14)

WDC.L

2

(13)

Vpe =
Tagd Vpe @9 Shear force AAR9IA woe (kip)
Wpw " L
Vow = # (14)

wgf  Vpy @9  Shear force Mitfima1n wow (kip)

(b) A19M1E1 Moment Lag Shear 91a Live load
yiia RC Slab type Wa15m1 1d1nsinussnn Lane loads,

Tandem loads, Truck loads

1% s L
Migne = —lane (15)

o
T0ufl My @0 Bending moment fiinann Lane
loads (kip.ft)
L fn  @1up17 Span (ft)

392
Mipycr = 181 — 280 + —
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1087l My @2 Bending moment fiiAaann Truck VL A9 Shear force finmn Live
loads (kip.ft) load ¢ 1 ft (kip.ft)
50 R i )
Miangem = 12.5L — 50 + — (17) #3@ PC Box Beam, PC Plank Girder PC Multi Beam wa¢
PC | girder
1087 Mygngem @0 Bending moment fitinann
i b o\"Y I\
Tandem loads (kip.ft) 9m1 =k (W) (—,) (25)
Wigne * L b \""/ b \""/l
Viane = % (18) Imz =k (m) (m) (7) (26)
Taei Vigne A9 Shear force fiiiaan Lane loads ool gy D AduLsEANSASASYLLRLNAR
(kip) Fofldpvasasiiusnieges
Gmz @9 AduUsEansmMsnszanzuasiran
72 .
Viruek = 5 (L —x —9.33) (19) Hiadtneesiasanegpeniauinnin
Kk Fp endudszavaatilumsenuaaen
1aefl Vi 0 Shear force fiiinann Truck loads SulsyEnsmsnszansuasiranuaea
(kip)
x @a Verification (ft) k= 25(N,)02 = 15 27)
_ 25(2L —x) ‘
Veandem = T (20) g7l N, @9 S1UIUDDIATY
. ‘ b @n ANuUATINUDIATY
1089 Vignaem @2 Shear force fivfinan Tandem I &5 Moment of inertia (in9
loads (ki o
(kip) J @a Torsional inertia coefficient (in%)
Anfildanaunsiildnanlasumsitiiudn Live load DN
Gv1 (1 ')nr) (_1) (28)

#i0 1 dp9n199519589tuanmsgIune AASHTOIAAHuaswls
Alddmsunisuyas Live load uniiy do 1 We daiaasly

b\ b\ b
qunsft (20) waz (22) vz = (E) (1’)1) (7) (E) (29)
Teft g, f FduUsEEMSMsnsTUDsinan
Etdesign tane = 250 + 0.42,/L;W; (1) e o
Waltavesasiigsnilegas
w Ap AdudszAnsmsaszarsunslnan
E1tdesigniane = 2100 + 0.12\/L Wy < - (22) Gv2 oo . . .
Walitavesasaneypsnsauinnin
Taufi E  @p  Equivalent width (mm) y . ( )
,a . - = max(gm1,
L, @8  teandgnuesaeniunsa 18,000 L Tane Gm: Jm2 (30)

@ ) o e ] 'max(Mtruckthandem)
mm wduddnalada1iasnin(mm)

W, @o  enundeazwiunis 18,000 mm
Vi = Viane + max(gvlrgvz)

31031 1 lane), 9,000 mm (1 lane 31)
( ) ( ) ' max(Vtruck' Vtandem)

wadapg1eladetiagndn (mm)

=

w o @ anundazwy (mm) (c) 571 Loads Ylnal@7inseynuulaTIas19A LY DIaE WY
N, @D  FIUIUTDIMIUANTOUUEZTNIU

My = Mp¢ + Mpy + M (32)
Mygne + max(Meyyck» Mtandaem) u be bw LL
My, =——7F= — S (23)
Vi = Voc + Vow +V, (33)
Viane + max(Veruck, Veandem) u be bw LL
ViL=—72 - 5 (24)
3.1.2 A15A11984 capacity UpNaEWIY
lag¥i M, @» Bending moment #ilAmanA Live #ia RC Slab tvpe
' i cp1 cp1
load s 1 ft (klpft) M, =Asfs(ds_T)_A;‘fs,(d; _T) (34)
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Tapfi M, @s fdeda kip.in)

ds @ szmyanusumsTusafunaniasu
Ws9A (in)

d; @s szpzarnvpumsiudafandniaduss
AU (in)

c AR SrezanuauensDuSAfNLARAANS
(in)

Ag  @p AufmEaUaUHREAESLLTIRS (in2)

£ @p  MANSULTIANIDRANLETULTRY (ks)

b @Ap eanunduesnrtiaa (in)

#1@ PC Box Beam, PC Plank Girder PC Multi Beam tiag
PC I girder

My, = Apsfos (dp - %) +Asfs (Sdsl B %)
— Asfs (ds — =)

o=V +V+ T,

Tagfl v, @p fassuusadsnsiy (kip)
V. @p massuusuisuuesaaunie (kip)
V,  @a A189suLsudounenantaiuiss
Biau (kip)
V, @ MESUusuauiiinannunseans
wihlufianiausadan (kip)
V., = 0.03168AVf!b,d, (37)
W= Ay fya,,(cowf cota)sina N 38)
Tapfl g @ S ANB ARSI U B DU UATLS IR
Adernluapuniafiunnd g
A @» ﬁyﬁsxﬁwéﬂaﬂiaa (agilulten 1.0)
b, @» AnuATeTidiug (in)
d, @n mmgﬂﬁﬁmaﬂamw@au (in)
A, @p Wufinhdeusandnasunsadon
in?)
fy @ mdsdadpundniaduisadan (ksi)
6 @ yuNsAwBIABNATe (rad)
a Ap yupsmsnendnasuusadou(rad)
S AP THYIINSEHIRANLESULSURDU(N)

dguee 080 snanusuilpeannusearantn (Tu

ATl 1 1 fipemnaswingnpanwLu

WU LLSIAINAHN)

3.1.3 fulrumsnsiaulannsigy

DRTIFIUAINNUADAAYNRIINALITIANAAAUITUAZAINL

wieseupelAsIasIeiA NI 91ndaun1sh (39) wag (40)
Fnsarnanulasadydnsuluiuddnauimlasel

M, — M

Mg =——"x100 (39)
V, — W

Mg = "—=x 100 (40)

Afiripsfigafildanaunsdenaazgninanty  duaasly

qun15 (39) way (40)

3.2 anseusniA1 Margin ratio for durability
arnfildnanaluneuniind §ui Margin Ratio for
Durability azgalidmsuazwindidalidedaidnuasnisiie
Carbonation (10 mm) Tagazau1sansiuingzwiuealagin
Nfanseldvinldlaufivudusiuouiiiias Carbonation

o o °

feias
fefadndadeldannauniss (6) waz (7) Uszianusean

fuvseanSeinegammualaganwuiadounzlufuiwe EEC

ANRINSNT 4
A51971 4 ArduilseananisnuadmSuaunst (7)

a 1w £ W £ |
winmdulszans dulseans | WU
k, Apsiinduiudnsinisiinansveatudu 17.2 mm/\/ﬂ
oCy, ANduUsEAVBRTUNUUSELANTBIWIA
. 1.0 -
lupaunin
oC,, AdUUTEANSATUNY
. 1.0 -
Usztnnua sy uidiaiug
) 9A7
gungiiiags 30 U 28 ey
k., Apsfiinduiudnsnsiinang
valutu 1.0 -
(Wet environments)
H,, aranuiudning 80 %
. o)
CO, Concentration 0.11 %

HAIAUUYINAITAIMIULNDRIS1LIND A9 Carbonation 4
fad1da wazdlUBani1dl Margin ratio for durability 6/

waresluannsh (2)

3.3 mseuanian ayil Deviation ratio
Auaas Deviation ratio tuaunisuas Yokozeki Lia#n1

JSunaunsinnsaunuaunanasuiisudanaliiinsasunn

c

W, =10(%) (41)

Y1

V-

(42)

(W/n ~73)
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YINANITEININAT S28LIa1nDUNLAATDY LA NLLADUATH

WaAazihe7de (6 U wismausl Deviation ratio Tuaunns
7 (3)

3.4 shdsanldlumsysafivanwazwiulua EEC

MnE1aydl Margin Ratio for Durability wag Deviation
ratio fildaunsainun plot Wipagldnsuinaswinusazdalu
\we EEC pg1u Deviation degree Inu daue 19 3 aud
(Mori, 2024) Tasuunianly ﬁﬂLLam"Eugﬂﬁ 1

ARy ipsazwiunadlluiue EEC 31 plot 988131580
FUASASEUMIUBIENWAENINTIRLA TsanannsInez
Wuazwuiigifinnsdansouinuuiiomsniasy dauniedhy
s uaznIuisuinsA AN O NDD L REALESULAZEIRNAMD
Taseasrempunialuszdusneiu dauanslugyfl 4

====== Deviation

Deviation 1
egree? Degree1

0.
Degreed [

gﬂ‘?i 4 anuFUWUS Margin Ratio for Safety & Deviation Ratio

35 Wisuifisunan1sUssliuAuasnINese

MNAAUAITDDY (Architectural Institute of Japan, 2016
) AlfEuasasnsiiaasuswiululaseaenounse was
ugsuandfinszuinnsarsusudusudnaldndnife
afiy waanuwdushluasussfiuaniwazwinlee lfaunss
sududnerhnisaouifisuannisiuan anudaasuniudud
et ufnazwiness duhldlaonisezfiudingie waz 1l
Savuansazaty Phenolphthalein (1%) Tasduiisaldifinans
uoiuunwisEngeivasiianu s a15azanyasdyu
WuFuuy (PH>9) Tumendudumadiulavasurieiingiaufie
enfuniuiulludrargnrinlifianuilunans (Passive film Id
gnvhans (udn) asazanyezliiong @la)

U7 5 msmaaaum Carbonation depth Taslfasazans

Phenolphthalein(1%) dzwininuusnavigwiatiiuis (LT)

NANAN1TATIEDUazNININlATINITATIFEDULAZY TETY
aawaznupulasengmmala udnsa wiuasuss
PugesnmaznL Faldinsianzifudingnsasuningn
axwmludsemealng Feivionua 5 61 dauandluasied 5

@15197 5 f1 Carbonation depth fildanaumsifisuAuaEwINSS

SHEHEWIL Hodznu A HRa1 ExCati] AIAIREN mad1a(cm)
Carbonation | #umi(cm) (cm)
(mm/D)
144220093 dznudnuunn 29 75 4.04 350 0.54
AT (LT)
134130166 | azwiuasasing: 42 75 486 4.00 0.86
076210127 | axwudwmasnly il 75 3.44 3.00 0.44
015270022 | aswuimuaithils 87 95 860 450 41
163250117 | sxwiugasol W 22 75 3.52 6.00 -248
2LT)

3.6 agduanmsdnm
ﬁ)’]ﬂﬂ’]i‘ﬂiuﬁuaﬂﬂwH%WW‘L&I%LUG}%%%Lﬂiiﬂiﬁ@ﬁtﬂﬂﬂ?ﬂ
medupan (EEC) 9un 642 61 taaldeydl Margin ratio wag
Deviation ratio vJun1sUsziiinusialudin Safety waz
Durability npsazwiudeyjainlyiinnuidonisdiinein
ASZUALASATUBLUTL

@17 Deviation ratio [&gasihunyszifiuaawazwinitinaiiu
wanldudlasldulsanudomefifiaiusulaseedeonnid
3 szausulumanes (Mori, 2024) FeananisainluliUszadiy
azwmﬁﬁuwmﬁyuﬁmwgﬁaﬂLﬂwmmmiuaaﬂ EEC wyind
g Ius1uIL 557uA finnsdansauvaswmdnlisuiunds g
Tudnaniddazwin 337 uvs faglusedy 2 Faduszdud
AauniafisnaLnnLdn lagsrdenariadnsinsinnsaundnly
smanlihiunardenaldsasunnusdiinluomaadeiuga
LT e o M o Y LY S P R TR e R e Y GO
ANMLFLMEaUlUNTENUADAISSULSIUDIATNIN LHY ADUNSA
AzmzaandenaliHi G uaENILanaslALaIAA1SIET IR
AIAFUAISLINS DA LN UT 9za1 150 NATITATZN Y19
grn1unazaaFumefieiuld Tagazwiu Uszian Slab
type ﬁmwmﬁymﬂgﬂ‘ﬁq@ Wowisuduysenndue
a1nn1sasiindidsieaniwazninluaonie na.361 wodn &
grnndifianudomsuinndnficw e 3lasldaunisagied
Hodrdey (A aewindiuwgnuigwiaiude(LT) wudiaiu
arnndinounsanszannun IS Iuaay winadild
9INFUANTHUINEENINFINE1ID]Tu Deviation degree 2 G
Wusedofiazmuiisnsuaniringy agnelsfnunuiauasw
Tudandusallldfinaunianzmennn wazsdudsouan
971nA15u g AT Carbonation depth vosaswILa3efi(da1n
sz fiuspge Auanfildannaunisnudaewiy 3 wis A
fiauaainadaudoundn 1cm waz 8a 2 Wk fauaaia

ARG
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37 ipLEusuug
v lRddaianansawmuinazeouna ldaeanyseiuin
SeiudIFvaiaununInienssulsanasneypsdanug iy

Frusine qeesinliil

uAdsansaRann iienuandualuinanwaniy Tas
Asfiviiagaannmsiaiingiasunialunaauiu saud

managauANuEnTasIfumiurTansiaaanlsdluile
ApuASA9Te WnBuduanugndaswesaumsiillunafoniy
wuudranvadiaamandilioiaiifadide 1ina1ndeda
A1 BsAsNUTEINA F9Ad5HiANsUSUAIRT D W
wuusanstnadlaslifioyaanasnaansmsludsemeiiniiy
anuusduglunsdsafivwazsnesunstinulu B dan 6@

9T

3.8 fAmdinssusend

AsdarUsan dnusiauiilussduinfnfnsdnse
aaredpfinsennldsuannunganan se.as. 3ia U1ugo
mmiﬂ‘ﬁ"ﬂ%ﬂmﬂ%agzgwﬁwuéﬁﬁmwﬂgmﬂﬁ@i’wLLuzﬁw
AFnwuazinuisaNuazaInaannaulSulTwluFyan
finus masnszaznafidniunsdarinusyaninusauase
auysel

UPALAMNTINNAIFA AU YATIEsATDYa LAY
arwnluie EEC uazsuipanuazadnlunsasiuiingnay
wazgiunidl Yeusuns Ao1uisnsasiaapuariiaseinig
Arnsan AlFANUTEm A AT HALOUR AU AT LAY
ieuuzthunimelunsiiaseiiiayaasnu
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