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A Literature Review of Unmanned Aircraft System (UAS) Integrated Constructed
Facility Condition Inspections
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Abstract

In recent, unmanned Aircraft Systems (UAS) have been widely used for various purposes, such as safety inspection, facility
condition inspection, progress monitoring, in the architecture engineering, and construction (AEC) industry. This technology
can provide visual assets regarding the conditions of construction jobsites as well as constructed facilities during flying over
the point of interests. With the significant interests in this advancement, the recent studies have presented how the UAS can
be applied fro different types of facilities (e.g., buildings, power genereation systems, roads, or bridges) to inspect the current
conditions of them for safe operations as well as public’'s safety. This study reviewed the receent studies to document their
scientific findings and practical contributions, as well as provided the overview of further implications for future studies.
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