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Detection of cracks in concrete 
using near‑IR fluorescence imaging
Andreas Karpf 1, Michael Selig 1, Aktham Alchaar 2 & Magued Iskander 1*

Structural health monitoring of civil infrastructure is a crucial component of assuring the serviceability 
and integrity of the built environment. A primary material used in the construction of civil 
infrastructure is concrete, a material that is susceptible to cracking due to a variety of causes, such as 
shrinkage, creep, overloading, and temperature change. Cracking reduces the durability of concrete 
structures, as it allows deleterious environmental agents to penetrate the surface, causing such 
damage as corrosion of steel reinforcement and delamination of the concrete itself. Conventional 
crack detection techniques are limited in scope due to issues relating to pre-planning, accessibility, 
and the need for close proximity to the test surface. Contactless optical image monitoring techniques 
offer the opportunity to overcome these limitations and have the potential to detect cracks at 
a distance. Concrete has been reported to have a near-infrared (Near-IR) fluorescence line at a 
wavelength of 1140 nm when excited with red light. This work investigates the use of fluorescence 
imaging for the detection of cracks in cementitious surfaces using shallow angle incidence excitation 
red light. Light oriented at a shallow angle does not excite interior surfaces of cracks, which appear 
as darker features in images of fluorescing concrete. Artificial cracks with widths of 0.2–1.5 mm were 
readily imaged using a near-IR camera at distances of 0.5 and 1.3 m. An additional concrete sample 
with a 0.08 mm wide crack was produced using a flexure apparatus and was also imaged. It is worth 
noting that the 0.08 mm crack was detected despite its width being below the 0.1 mm pixel resolution 
of the camera, with the aid of digital image enhancement algorithms.

Concrete is perhaps the most widely used building material for urban construction, worldwide. However, con-
crete structures are susceptible to cracking due to several causes, including short-term plastic shrinkage, mechani-
cal strain from excessive loading, creep, and/or temperature changes1, 2. Cracking is a major durability concern 
for concrete as it allows the penetration of moisture, chlorides, deicing salts in urban environments, and sulfates 
in harsh environments. The intrusion of such agents causes the deterioration of concrete as well as corrodes the 
underlying steel reinforcement3–5. In this context, cracking directly affects the service life of concrete structures, 
therefore regular monitoring of civil infrastructure is a vital component of asset management. Early detection 
of flaws can thus help owners anticipate prospective damage, ensure the serviceability and durability of concrete 
infrastructure, and reduce their lifecycle6 costs.

The most widely used approach for crack detection is visual inspection. However, visual inspections are time-
consuming and can easily miss small cracks in large structures. In addition, crack growth is highly related to tem-
perature variation within the structure7, so cracks may be missed during contractive periods. Visual inspections 
are often augmented with acoustic surveys as well as spot material and permeability testing. These techniques 
require special training and typically involve loss of use of the structure while they are being conducted. In a few 
cases, monitoring solutions involve embedding sensors into the concrete while it is being poured. This approach 
requires planning beforehand and post-construction accessibility to the instrumentation. Once cracks have been 
identified, crack meters can be installed on the surface to monitor crack growth. Use of crack meters suffers from 
several problems. First, sensors act on a localized basis only. Second, accessing gauges is often difficult. Third, 
gauges can easily be damaged in unprotected areas. Fourth, this approach is further complicated by the need 
for large numbers of sensors and the associated wiring to monitor large-scale projects, and long-term gauge 
durability issues8. Recent advances in sensor technology, such as fiber optic strain gauges, can serve to reduce 
the amount of wiring required, but fiber optic sensors are considered low-durability instruments and require 
skill for installation and interpretation of the results9, 10. In addition, strain gauges do not directly detect cracks, 
instead, they infer cracking from the redistribution of stresses within structures due to cracking. Finally, it is also 
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important to note that many of the conventional techniques, like crack meters and strain gauges, cannot detect 
old cracks as they measure relative change after their installation.

Non-contact monitoring techniques are being investigated due to their potential to overcome the drawbacks 
of conventional instruments. The contact-free nature of such instruments cuts down on labor requirements, is 
less impacted by accessibility issues, and uses considerably fewer sensors than current technology11. The follow-
ing techniques are being employed:

•	 Ultra-sonic approaches to crack detection have been the most extensively employed12. The majority generate 
ultrasonic pulses while in contact with the surface, and employ known transmission properties of concrete, to 
identify defects via changes in the time of flight of the acoustic wave. Tomographic methods have also been 
used to combine readings from many sensors and increase resolution. However, these approaches require 
equipment that is in close proximity to the surface (on the order of mm) and have limited spatial resolution.

•	 Ground penetrating radar (GPR) uses high-frequency radio waves to assess conditions by capturing the 
attenuation of reflected radar waves13. The emitted waves have specific velocities depending on the permit-
tivity of the material through which they pass, and changes in velocity can indicate anomalies, including 
concrete delamination and corrosion of steel reinforcement14. GPR, however, is functional only at a close 
distance to the surface and can be difficult to use on vertical surfaces or ceilings.

•	 Terrestrial Laser Scanning (a technique similar to LiDAR) generates 3-dimensional images of a scene with 
millimeter-level resolution using reflections of light from the target15. A complication with this approach is 
the difficulty in identifying fine cracks without having reflectivity data16. However, resolutions of 0.2 mm 
were achieved, provided that surfaces were cleaned to enhance crack visibility17.

•	 Infrared thermography identifies delaminated concrete because of its lower thermal conductivity compared 
to healthy concrete, so damaged surfaces appear hotter than surrounding intact surfaces when the tempera-
ture gradient of concrete surfaces is measured using an infrared camera18. Optimal test conditions require 
continuous solar loading and low wind speed; the former is impossible to achieve for outdoor structures. 
In addition, the optimal time of day for detecting damage depends on the orientation of the surface, with 
defects in bridge decks optimally seen at noon, while bridge deck soffit defects are better seen at midnight19.

Machine Learning has been used in conjunction with visible light images taken from unmanned aerial vehi-
cles (UAVs) to identify cracks. Here, the UAVs provide a mobile platform for recording images from a distance. 
Machine learning algorithms such as convolutional neural networks were used to identify cracks from visible 
light images20, 21. The use of a UAV platform shows promise for scanning larger areas of roadways and other 
surfaces. The machine learning algorithms automate the process of identifying cracks. The use of convolutional 
neural nets, however, requires significant amounts of computational power21, and thus may not be well suited 
for fieldwork. As the field progresses, it is expected that machine learning algorithms may complement a variety 
of detection techniques.

Fluorescence imaging has the potential for use in non-contact crack detection. Fluorescence occurs when a 
substance is excited by incident radiation, undergoes relaxation (i.e., the nuclear positions shift to achieve equilib-
rium distances corresponding to the new excited state), and then spontaneously de-excites by emitting a photon 
(i.e., the fluorescence) where the emitted photon is of lower energy than the absorbed one22. It has been shown 
that injecting cracks with an epoxy resin that contains a fluorescent dye can enhance the visibility of cracks. Using 
fluorescence microscopy, one can use a filter to block the excitation light; light emitted by the fluorescing dye from 
within the cracks is the primary source of light in the resulting images and is used to identify crack patterns23, 24.

As opposed to using a dye, it has also been shown that Portland cement itself fluoresces in the near-IR range 
(near-IR light covers the wavelength range from about 800–2500 nm). Illuminating a cement sample with long 
wavelength visible light (λ = 550–700 nm), results in the cement fluorescing in the near-infrared (λpeak ~ 1140 nm); 
peak fluorescence occurred with an excitation wavelength between 620 and 640 nm25. In the case of concrete, 
the source of the fluorescence is the silicon crystals in the calcium silicate component of cement25. There was no 
impact on the fluorescence wavelength due to factors such as strain conditions, water/cement ratio, and curing 
period. The advantage of imaging using IR fluorescence is that one can use a filter to record images at the target 
wavelength and know that visible features are due only to the fluorescing material (i.e., concrete).

Meng et al.25 also demonstrated an approach to crack detection where they coated a concrete surface using 
opaque paint before stressing the sample. In this case, the paint cracked along with the concrete. This exposed 
the underlying concrete, resulting in only the fractured parts (cracks) fluorescing under the excitation of a laser 
perpendicular to the specimen. The limitation of this approach, however, is that it requires concrete to be painted 
prior to cracking, and it cannot differentiate between cracks in the concrete and areas where just the paint has 
cracked or flaked off. Additionally, the use of a laser for excitation limits one to analyzing small areas at a time.

The objective of this study is to explore the detection of cracks in concrete using the fluorescence of the silica 
naturally occurring in the cement. The study improves on past work in a number of ways. First, the concrete 
was tested as-is without it being painted. Second, the use of a laser was eliminated in favor of LED lights, which 
permitted illuminating a much wider swath of concrete. Third, the use of a shallow angle of illumination ensured 
that the interior surfaces of cracks received no excitation, thus permitting the detection of cracks by detecting 
dark shadows within swaths of the fluorescing concrete surface.

Methods
In this work, a crack-detection approach using fluorescence imaging is demonstrated using the known 1140 nm 
concrete fluorescence line emitted when excited by light having a wavelength, λ, ranging between 550 and 
700 nm. Unpainted concrete surfaces were illuminated with red LED light. The most efficient emission of 
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1140 nm fluorescence occurred when concrete was excited by light having λ = 620–640 nm25. Red LEDs were 
selected as the excitation source due to (1) their emission at λpeak = 632 nm, which falls within the peak excitation 
wavelength range, and (2) their broad angle of emission which maximizes the sample area that can be illumi-
nated. Samples were illuminated from opposing sides at a shallow incident angle θi ranging between 10° and 40° 
(Fig. 1). The shallow angle was used to ensure that the interior surfaces of cracks received no excitation light. As 
a result, images would show a fluorescing concrete surface with cracks appearing as dark features, due to their 
lack of fluorescence. Illumination from both sides with a broad angular range minimized the amount of shaded 
areas due to surface irregularities. Shadows from surface roughness or irregularities would otherwise appear as 
dark features and complicate crack detection.

A short-wave infrared (SWIR) camera was used to image the fluorescing samples. The camera had a resolution 
of 640 × 512 pixels and used an Indium Gallium Arsenide (InGaAs)-based sensor, which has enhanced sensitiv-
ity in the (900–1700 nm range) as opposed to the Silicon-based sensors used in typical Visible/Near-IR cameras. 
This provided a significantly higher signal-to-noise ratio when imaging the 1140 nm fluorescence. The camera 
was outfitted with a long-pass filter that blocked wavelengths < 1000 nm to permit using it in ambient white LED 
laboratory lighting, having a spectral range of 400–700 nm. A higher resolution camera is indeed desirable, but the 
employed camera was among the highest-resolution SWIR cameras available within the required detection range.

Samples were illuminated by red LED light bars (45 cm in length); four bars were stacked above and below each 
other on either side of the sample and oriented so that their axes were parallel to the sample surface (Fig. 2). The 
LED bars were angled such that their emitted light shined on the samples with an angle of incidence ranging from 
10° to 40°. Each LED bar had a luminous flux of 150 Lumens, which resulted in an irradiance of approximately 0.2 
mW/cm2. This was significantly weaker than the laser light used in the work by Meng et al.25 due to the LED light 
being diffuse and spread over a much larger sample area. Fluorescence was observed by positioning the SWIR 
camera (with the long pass filter attached to its lens) directly above the sample. To compensate for the resulting 
weaker fluorescence, images from the SWIR camera were recorded using a 5-s exposure time.

Three concrete samples were fabricated using a concrete mixture having a cement-to-sand-to-aggregate ratio 
of 1:2:2, by weight. The first sample contained a smooth, unbroken surface; half of the sample was coated with 
paint, to prevent the observation of fluorescence, while the other half was untreated. This sample was employed 
to optimize the imaging parameters used to observe concrete fluorescence. The second sample contained artificial 
cracks of widths 0.2 mm, 0.5 mm, 0.7 mm, 1.2 mm, and 1.5 mm. Artificial cracks were created by inserting plastic 
sheets of varying thicknesses into the fresh mixture. The sheets were removed after the samples were mostly 
cured, and the width of the artificial crack thickness was confirmed after the concrete was fully cured. Thickness 
measurements were carried out using high-resolution images of the cracks and a fiduciary scale. A third concrete 
sample was created to demonstrate the technique on a “real” crack. This was accomplished by conducting a three-
point flexural test on the specimen to introduce real cracks without causing complete fractures. The result was a 
sample with a single long crack along its center, having an approximate width of 0.08 mm.

Results and analysis
The observation of concrete fluorescence using the reported approach was first confirmed by inspecting images 
of the half-painted smooth concrete sample captured using the SWIR camera (Fig. 3). The sample was illumi-
nated with the red LED light; the paint shielded the underlying concrete from the red excitation light, resulting 
in only the unpainted half exhibiting 1140 nm fluorescence. Figure 3a depicts the sample as seen through the 
SWIR camera with a combination of ambient white LED room lighting and the red excitation LED turned on. 
The right side of the sample was unpainted and is seen to be fluorescing at 1140 nm. Figure 3b shows the same 
sample with the red excitation LED light turned off. On close inspection, one can see evidence of barely detectable 
fluorescence due to the room’s ambient light containing a small red component26. The faint component of red 

Figure 1.   Crack detection using shallow angle excitation of concrete fluorescence. Light from LED bars 
(λpeak = 632 nm) is incident on concrete surfaces from opposing directions at a shallow angle of incidence 
(θi = 10°–40°). Illumination from both sides with a broad angular range minimized the amount of shaded areas 
due to irregularities in the surface, and ensured that the only areas not receiving excitation light represented the 
interior surfaces of cracks.
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light contained within the room’s white ambient lighting induced low-level fluorescence in the concrete sample. 
Again, the painted side shows no fluorescence.

To test the capability of the approach for detecting cracks of various sizes, a sample containing artificial cracks 
of widths 0.2 mm, 0.5 mm, 0.7 mm, 1.2 mm, and 1.5 mm was used. These sizes were selected to balance two 
concerns. First, sizes were selected to represent a variety of crack widths encountered in practice that are difficult 
to detect visually. Second, thicknesses were also based on the feasibility of creating artificial cracks of known 
thickness within the specimen. The apparatus was tested first with the SWIR camera at a distance of 1.3 m from 
the sample (Fig. 4), corresponding to an image resolution of 0.3 mm per pixel. The test was repeated with the 
SWIR camera positioned at a closer range of 0.5 m (Fig. 5), corresponding to an image resolution of 0.1 mm/
pixel. In both cases, images were recorded with an exposure time of 5 s to maximize the signal-to-noise ratio.

Once captured, the images were processed to enhance the identification of cracks using a routine written 
in Python. First, ten images were averaged (to minimize the effects of random noise). Next, a thresholding 
algorithm (THRESH_TRUNC) from the OpenCV library27 was used to remove the effect of dead pixels (i.e., a 
small percentage of pixels in images were completely black—these represented non-responsive or ‘dead’ pixels 
on the imaging chip). The thresholding function compared each pixel against a set threshold. If the pixel’s value 
was greater than the threshold, its value was reassigned to the threshold value; if the pixel’s value was less than 
or equal to the threshold, it retained its original value. A Gaussian filter (using the GAUSSIANBLUR function 

Figure 2.   Experimental Apparatus for observing 1140 nm concrete fluorescence. (a) Red excitation light 
(λpeak = 632 nm) was provided by four sets of LED bars positioned on either side of the sample. (b) Fluorescence 
was observed using an SWIR camera with long-pass filter positioned directly above the sample.

Figure 3.   Images of half-painted smooth concrete sample seen through the SWIR camera. (a) Sample 
illuminated using both red excitation LED and ambient room lighting. The right side of the sample was 
unpainted and is seen to be fluorescing at 1140 nm. (b) Sample illuminated using ambient white LED light only.
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from OpenCV) was then applied to smooth the averaged image. Lastly, the Canny edge detection algorithm28 
was used to identify edges (i.e., cracks) in the image. In this routine, gradients for the image are calculated, and 
an upper and lower threshold are specified to identify edges. Specifically, edges whose gradient is above the upper 
threshold are automatically treated as edges; those whose gradient is below the lower threshold are deemed 
non-edges and ignored. Gradients between the upper and lower thresholds are determined to be edges based 
on their continuity with other potential edge pixels. This testing for the continuity of potential edge pixels in the 

Figure 4.   Concrete sample with artificial cracks having widths ranging from 0.2 to 1.5 mm, as imaged through 
the SWIR camera with the camera located 1.3 m above the sample. (a) Averaged image of the sample with the 
red LED light on. (b) Cracks detected after processing using the Canny edge detection algorithm. (c) Averaged 
image with the LED turned off. As expected, no meaningful fluorescence was observed in this control case. (d) 
Image (c) after processing using Canny algorithm, where no cracks were detected in the control case.

Figure 5.   Concrete sample with artificial cracks having widths ranging from 0.2 to 1.5 mm, as imaged through 
the SWIR camera with the camera located 0.5 m above the sample. (a) Averaged image of the sample with the 
red LED light on. (b) Cracks detected after processing using the Canny edge detection algorithm.
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Canny algorithm helps eliminate false positive signals due to a sample’s surface texture; that is, the disconnected 
nature of shadows resulting from surface texture are not continuous features and are rejected by the algorithm.

It is worth noting that there were some gaps in the 0.5 mm and 1.5 mm cracks identified using the Canny 
algorithm shown in Fig. 4b. The gap in the middle region of the 1.5 mm crack corresponds to an area that is 
considerably wider and shallower than the rest of the crack, resulting in lower contrast between the interior of 
the crack and the sample surface, thus it was not treated as a crack by the algorithm. The other gap in the 1.5 
mm crack, near the top, as well as the gaps in the 0.5 mm crack also appear to have been due to low contrast 
between the crack and the surrounding cement surface. The post-processing algorithm relied on contrast to 
identify potential edge pixels. In any case, although the edge detection algorithm included these relatively small 
gaps, the use of concrete fluorescence at 1140 nm was shown to be capable of identifying cracks whose widths 
are at or slightly below the camera’s resolution. It is possible that future work combining the results of different 
post-processing algorithms with different strong points may minimize such gaps in crack identification.

Extreme environmental conditions such as exposure to seawater and deicing salt require that cracks in 
concrete not exceed 0.15 mm and 0.18 mm, respectively (the ACI specified damage threshold for concrete in 
these environments)29, 30. Therefore, a concrete sample with a 0.08 mm crack (i.e., a crack that was a factor of 
two smaller than this threshold) was created using a flexure apparatus.  The goal was to demonstrate that the 
technique could not only detect cracks at this threshold for damage but also identify smaller cracks that could be 
repaired prior to causing damage.  The sample was imaged with the SWIR camera located at a distance of 43 cm 
from the surface, which was the closest position possible for the available lens.  This crack’s width is classified as 
“Very Fine” and is a factor of two smaller than the ACI 224R limits for reinforced concrete members exposed 
to seawater and deicing chemicals. Again, a 5 s exposure time was employed and 10 images were captured and 
averaged as described previously.  The crack was not detectable using the Canny edge detection algorithm.  The 
crack was visible using the preceding steps in the imaging processing algorithm: (1) averaging of ten images to 
minimize random noise; (2) Use of the OpenCV THRESH_TRUNC thresholding function to remove the effect 
of dead pixels; and (3) the use of OpenCV’s Gaussian Blur function to smooth the image and enhance crack vis-
ibility. It is noteworthy that the crack was below the SWIR camera’s resolution (0.1 mm per pixel).  Nevertheless, 
the resulting image shown in Fig. 6 demonstrates the ability to identify even small cracks prior to their reaching 
a size that can threaten a structure’s integrity.  The limited visibility of the crack was due to the relatively low 
resolution of the employed SWIR camera. It can be extrapolated that with a higher resolution camera (e.g., 1 MP 
camera), one could detect cracks on the order of 0.1 mm at distances on the order of meters.  

It is important to note that the Canny algorithm helps to make cracks standout, but the crack shown in Fig. 6 
lacked the necessary contrast for Canny to detect it. This was because the crack was below the pixel resolution 
of the camera, thus pixels contained a mix of the crack and surrounding fluorescing material. The cracks were 
nevertheless present and can be detected by the human eye. It is also worth noting that though the contrast 
between the shaded interiors and the fluorescing sample surface makes the cracks visible, it precludes the ability 
to measure a crack’s depth. That is, the shading of the interiors prevents one from observing or measuring the 
interiors of cracks.

As described above, the detection of cracks using Near-IR fluorescence imaging was conducted in the presence 
of indoor laboratory lighting (using a white LED light source); specifically, the sample did not need to be kept 
in a dark enclosure. A spectroscopic analysis of the light emitted from fluorescent light sources shows that 
these sources emit no light in the vicinity of the 1140 nm concrete fluorescence31. As a result, the demonstrated 
technique is expected to be effective under fluorescent lighting. Natural daylight, however, does present 
a complication. The solar spectrum extends into the infrared and includes light emitted at the fluorescence 
wavelength (1140 nm) which could overwhelm the fluorescence signal. However, there is an H2O absorption 
band centered at 1140 nm. Absorption due to atmospheric water vapor leads to a strong depletion of solar 
radiance at this wavelength32, 33. The question is, whether there is still enough solar radiation at 1140 nm when 

Figure 6.   Image of a 0.08 mm wide crack (a) imaged using an iPhone camera where the displayed portion of 
the image has the same resolution as the SWIR camera. (b) After being processed using THRESH_TRUNC 
algorithm. Note that the width of the crack was below the camera’s 0.1 mm resolution.
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sunlight reaches the ground to overwhelm light emitted by concrete fluorescence. Depending on the solar angle 
and atmospheric humidity, direct sunlight may well include too much 1140 nm to use this technique. Diffuse 
sunlight on cloudy days, though, shows a very strong reduction in 1140 nm light32, 34; additional daylight studies 
would be necessary to determine whether this reduction is to the point where ambient 1140 nm light does not 
compete with the concrete fluorescence. Indeed, it may be possible to shade the measurement area using a filter-
tent made of a Near-IR shielding textile35 which filters out the deleterious 1140 nm wavelength from sunlight. 
In any case, the technique can be employed before dawn and after sunset using appropriate artificial lighting.

Future work
The work presented in this paper represents a proof of concept demonstration of using near-IR fluorescence to 
detect cracks in concrete. We have identified additional work that would build upon this demonstration to make 
it practical crack detection technique. For example:

•	 The demonstration maximized crack detectability by using LED bars that were parallel to the direction of 
the cracks which helped optimize the shaded regions within cracks. A practical extension to detect randomly 
oriented cracks would involve recording several fluorescence images for each sample area, where the LED 
light was rotated for each image; this would ensure that randomly oriented cracks would have shaded interiors 
in at least one of the images.

•	 The demonstration used Gaussian Blurring and the Canny Edge Detection algorithm to address issues such 
as shadows due to a sample’s surface roughness. Additional studies with different types, grades, surface 
roughness, and ages of concrete may provide insight for optimizing the post-processing parameters and 
determining the effectiveness of the technique.

•	 The proposed technique may be combined with AI routines, which have already shown some success in the 
detection of cracks in concrete21.

Conclusions
Cracks in concrete samples were detected by recording images of the 1140 nm fluorescence of concrete when 
excited using red LED light (λpeak = 632 nm) while in ambient laboratory lighting. Excitation light was incident 
on samples at a shallow angular range (θi was between 10 and 40 degrees). The shallow angle was used to ensure 
that the interior surfaces of cracks received no excitation light. As a result, images show a fluorescing concrete 
surface with cracks appearing as dark features, due to their lack of fluorescence. Image processing using Canny 
edge detection from the OpenCV library was used to highlight cracks recorded in the images. Images of artificial 
cracks having widths 0.2 mm, 0.5 mm, 0.7 mm, 1.2 mm, and 1.5 mm were recorded using a SWIR camera 
demonstrated the capability to identify cracks approaching the threshold at which damage would occur to 
concrete structures. A second sample crack having a width of 0.08 mm was also imaged and demonstrated the 
ability to identify cracks that could be precursors to damage of concrete structures. The primary limitation to 
the sizes of the cracks detected in the reported work, as well as the distance between the camera and the sample, 
was the relatively low resolution of the SWIR cameras. The use of a higher resolution camera should enable the 
detection of cracks from larger distances, on the order of meters, potentially enabling the detection of cracks in 
bridges, walls, ceilings, and other difficult-to-reach surfaces using mobile non-contact cameras. The proposed 
method can be combined with unmanned aerial vehicles for future bridge or road crack detection.

Data availability
The datasets used and/or analyzed during the current study are available from the corresponding author on 
reasonable request.

Received: 7 September 2023; Accepted: 25 October 2023

References
	 1.	 Aboumoussa, W. & Iskander, M. Thermal movements in concrete: Case study of multistory underground car park. J. Mater. Civ. 

Eng. 15, 545–553 (2003).
	 2.	 Ratay, R. T. Structural Condition Assessment (John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 2005).
	 3.	 Aldea, C.-M., Shah, S. P. & Karr, A. Permeability of cracked concrete. Mater. Struct. 32, 370–376 (1999).
	 4.	 Darwin, D., Browning, J., Gong, L. & Hughes, S. R. Effects of Deicers on Concrete Deterioration. ACI Mater. J. 105, 1 (2008).
	 5.	 Jang, S. Y., Kim, B. S. & Oh, B. H. Effect of crack width on chloride diffusion coefficients of concrete by steady-state migration 

tests. Cement Concrete. Res. 41, 9–19 (2011).
	 6.	 Hassani, S., Mousavi, M. & Gandomi, A. H. Structural health monitoring in composite structures: A comprehensive review. Sensors 

22, 153 (2022).
	 7.	 Iskander, M. Relationship between temperature and earth pressure for a rigidly framed earth retaining structure. Geotechn. Geol. 

Eng. 31, 519–539 (2013).
	 8.	 Soga, K. & Schooling, J. Infrastructure sensing. Interface Focus 6, 20160023 (2016).
	 9.	 Barrias, A., Casas, J. & Villalba, S. A review of distributed optical fiber sensors for civil engineering applications. Sensors 16, 748 

(2016).
	10.	 Glisic, B. & Inaudi, D. Fibre optic methods for structural health monitoring (John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 2007).
	11.	 Abu Dabous, S. & Feroz, S. Condition monitoring of bridges with non-contact testing technologies. Autom. Constr. 116 (2020).
	12.	 In, C. W., Schempp, F., Kim, J. Y. & Jacobs, L. J. A fully non-contact, air-coupled ultrasonic measurement of surface breaking cracks 

in concrete. J. Nondestruct. Eval. 34, 1 (2015).
	13.	 Solla, M., Pérez-Gracia, V. & Fontul, S. A review of GPR application on transport infrastructures: Troubleshooting and best prac-

tices. Remote Sens. 13, 672 (2021).



8

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |        (2023) 13:18880  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-45917-3

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

	14.	 Yazdani, N., Garcia, E. C. & Riad, M. Field assessment of concrete structures rehabilitated with FRP. In Eco-efficient Repair and 
Rehabilitation of Concrete Infrastructures - Woodhead Publishing Series in Civil and Structural Engineering 171–194 (Woodhead 
Publishing, 2018).

	15.	 Lõhmus, H., Ellmann, A., Märdla, S. & Idnurm, S. Terrestrial laser scanning for the monitoring of bridge load tests—two case 
studies. Survey Rev. 50, 270–284 (2018).

	16.	 Chen, S.-E., Liu, W., Bian, H. & Smith, B. 3D LiDAR scans for bridge damage evaluations. For. Eng. 2012, 487–495 (2012).
	17.	 Valença, J., Puente, I., Júlio, E., González-Jorge, H. & Arias-Sánchez, P. Assessment of cracks on concrete bridges using image 

processing supported by laser scanning survey. Constr. Build. Mater. 146, 668–678 (2017).
	18.	 Omar, T. & Nehdi, M. L. Remote sensing of concrete bridge decks using unmanned aerial vehicle infrared thermography. Autom. 

Constr. 83, 360–371 (2017).
	19.	 Watase, A. et al. Practical identification of favorable time windows for infrared thermography for concrete bridge evaluation. 

Constr. Build. Mater. 101, 1016–1030 (2015).
	20.	 da Silva, W. R. L., & de Lucena, D. S. Concrete cracks detection based on deep learning image classification. In The Eighteenth 

International Conference of Experimental Mechanics (2018).
	21.	 Qiu, Q. & Lau, D. Real-time detection of cracks in tiled sidewalks using YOLO-based method applied to unmanned aerial vehicle 

(UAV) images. Autom. Constr. 147, 1 (2023).
	22.	 Panczer, G. et al. Raman and fluorescence. EMU Notes Minerol. 12(2), 61–82 (2012).
	23.	 Litorowicz, A. Identification and quantification of cracks in concrete by optical fluorescent microscopy. Cement Concr. Res. 36, 

1508–1515 (2006).
	24.	 Malek, A., Scott, A., Pampanin, S. & MacRae, G. Post-event damage assessment of concrete using the fluorescent microscopy 

technique. Cement Concr. Res. 102, 203–211 (2017).
	25.	 Meng, W., Bachilo, S. M., Parol, J., Nagarajaiah, S. & Weisman, R. B. Near-infrared photoluminescence of Portland cement. Sci. 

Rep. 12, 1197 (2022).
	26.	 David, A. & Whitehead, L. A. LED-based white light. Comptes Rendus Phys. 19, 169–181 (2018).
	27.	 Bradski, G. The OpenCV library. Dr. Dobb’s J. Softw. Tools Prof. Program. 25, 120–123 (2000).
	28.	 Canny, J. A computational approach to edge detection. IEEE Trans. Pattern Anal. Mach. Intell. 8, 679–698 (1986).
	29.	 ACI Committee 224. 224R-01: Control of cracking in concrete structures (reapproved 2008). Technical Documents 46 (2001).
	30.	 Li, M. & Li, V. C. Cracking and healing of engineered cementitious composites under chloride environment. ACI Mater. J. 108, 1 

(2011).
	31.	 Kim, S., Jahandar, M., Jeong, J. & Lim, D. Recent progress in solar cell technology for low-light indoor applications. Curr. Alt. 

Energy 3, 3–17 (2019).
	32.	 Rothman, L., et al. "HITRANonline," Atomic and Molecular Physics Division, Harvard-Smithsonian Center for Astrophysics. 

2020 [Online]. Available: https://​hitran.​org/ [Accessed 6 July 2020].
	33.	 NASA—Goddard Space Flight Center, “Sun Climate - Solar Irradiance” , NASA, 7 8 2023. [Online]. Available: https://​suncl​imate.​

gsfc.​nasa.​gov/​artic​le/​solar-​irrad​iance [Accessed 11 10 2023].
	34.	 Xie, Y., & Sengupta, M. Toward improved modeling of spectral solar irradiance for solar energy applications. In European PV solar 

energy conference and exhibition, Amsterdam, The Netherlands (2017).
	35.	 Peng, L., Chen, W., Aibing, Y. & Jiang, X. Near-infrared shielding and Far-infrared emission textiles coated by self-assembly 

Cs0.32WO3 nanosheets. Int. J. Chem. Eng. Appl. 10, 168–174 (2019).

Acknowledgements
A Pembroke Instruments SWIR camera (SenS SWIR 640V-ST/STP) was used for imaging. The camera was fitted 
with an Andover model No. 100FH90-25 long-pass filter.

Author contributions
A.K.: conceptualization; investigation; methodology; software; visualization; writing—original draft. M.S.: data 
curation; writing—original draft. A.A.: data curation; writing—original draft. M.I.: conceptualization, project 
administration; resources; supervision; validation; visualization; writing—review and editing.

Competing interests 
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to M.I.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access   This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the 
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from 
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

© The Author(s) 2023

https://hitran.org/
https://sunclimate.gsfc.nasa.gov/article/solar-irradiance
https://sunclimate.gsfc.nasa.gov/article/solar-irradiance
www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Detection of cracks in concrete using near-IR fluorescence imaging
	Methods
	Results and analysis
	Future work
	Conclusions
	References
	Acknowledgements


