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Generally the life cycle cost is calculated on the assumption that the same deterioration curves 

of members of bridges are repeated in the assigned years. If the deterioration curves before and 

after repair works are not same, then the deterioration curves of bridge members after repair 

works must be introduced. It requires further data accumulation and several years more than ten 

years. In this paper, focusing on the bridge slabs the deterioration curves before and after repair 

works are studied. Two kinds of repair works are considered here. One is replacing all slabs and 

another is partial repair. From the data provided by a local autonomy, it is obtained that after 

former works the deterioration curves are not changed, but after latter works the deterioration 

curves are changed to steeply descent curves. 
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