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Abstract: It is significant for decision makers to evaluation bridge health. In this paper, the fuzzy compre-
hensive evaluation model of bridge healthy situation was built with multiarrangement fuzzy evaluation scien-
tific method. Combined with specific engineering example, the applied analysis was carried out. The analyti-
cal results indicated that combination AHP method with multiarrangement fuzzy evaluation make bridge
health evaluation in Tebit not only scientific but also enhanced confidence level of bridge health evaluation. It
also provides an evidence for the management of the bridge.
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Figure 1. Bridge health evaluation diagram in Tibet
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Table 1. Bridge condition sort from bad to good
* 1. BRRANERSFHIHER

K 1 1 3 4 5 6
JeFRIBF  0.0349 0.0349 0.0322 0.0308 0.0289 0.0284
MRy Psg Pao Pg P7 P23 P22

Table 2. The relationship of functional evaluation, beautiful sex
evaluation and durability evaluation
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39 0.948169 1 0.947042
8 0.92 0.902222 0.94
7 0.88 0.863256 0.92
23 0.876279 0.866512 0.879535
22 0.872813 0.859063 0.87625
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Figure 2. The chart after subtraction by mean and variance
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