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BLOCKl 

INTRODUCTION 

1-1 COURSE DESCRIPTION AND TRAINING OBJECTIVES 
1-2 DEVELOPMENT OF PAVEMENT DESIGN 
1-3 DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS IN OVERALL PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT 

This block conveys an appreciation for the scope and content of the 
course as a whole. It introduces the topics which the participant should 
have a working knowledge of when they complete the course. Upon completion 
of this block, the participant should be able to answer the objectives listed 
for each module, specifically: 

1. Describe the historical development of pavement design procedures 
and how they influence the procedures used today. 

2. Describe the content of the 4 day course and discuss what they as 
pavement design engineers should take away from the course when 
completed. 

3. Discuss the general objectives of pavement management and discuss 
the detailed interaction pavement design plays in developing and 
implementing a pavement management program. 

Upon completion of this block the participant will be able to complete 
the instructional objectives listed for the individual modules. 

1 
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MODULEl-1 

COURSE DESCRIPTION AND TRAINING OBJECTIVES 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module presents the contents of the course, its organization, and 
scope of material. It tells the participants what they will be expected to 
obtain from the course and how the information can be used in their work. 

Upon completion of this module, the participants will be able to 
accomplish the following: 

1. Obtain general knowledge about the course content and 
organization. 

2. List the course objectives. 

3. Be able to follow the flow chart of the pavement design process 
and relate it to the course content during the presentations. 

2.0 COURSE DESCRIPTION 

This pavement design course presents design concepts to the practicing 
engineer who is currently involved in designing pavements, or who desires the 
detailed background to be able to design pavements more economically. It is 
intended to familiarize engineers who are knowledgeable about one or more 
design methods (for example, AASHTO) with the philosophy of other methods. 
With improved testing and design methodology there has been increased 
emphasis on overlay design using deflection and mechanistic approaches vvhich 
are described in this course. Other design considerations such as shoulders, 
drainage, pavement type selection, and pavement management are also 
discussed. 

The course is organized into 7 major blocks of instruction. These 
blocks are contained in the schematic of the pavement design process outlined 
in Figure 1-1.1. While each block of instruction is fully developed to 
include the complete technical background of each topic in this notebook, the 
instructors will adjust their class presentations to fit the experience and 
desires of the class. Members of the class are encouraged to discuss design 
methods used by their agencies and to subjectively assess their experiences 
with these methods and to share their experiences with the class. 

The course follows the process detailed in Figure 1-1.1. Each topic is 
a building block for the sections which follow. The major blocks of 
instruction are: 

1. Introduction. 
Introduction and Course Objectives 
Development of Pavement Design 
Pavement Design in Overall Pavement Management 

2. Initial Considerations in the Pavement Design Process. 
Roadbed Soils 
Resilient Modulus 

3 
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3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

Paving Materials 
Drainage Design 
Pavement Performance 
Vehicle Characteristics and Traffic 
Variability and Reliability 

Flexible Pavement Design. 
Basic Principles of Flexible Pavement Design 
AASHTO Method of Flexible Pavement Design 
Other Methods for the Design of Flexible Pavements 
Design Considerations for Flexible Shoulders 

Rigid Pavement Design. 
Basic Principles of Rigid Pavement Design 
AASHTO Method of Rigid Pavement Design 
Other Methods for the Design of Flexible Pavements 
Design Considerations for Rigid Shoulders 

Overlay Design. 
Selection of Rehabilitation Alternatives 
Types and Functions of Overlays 
Overlay Design for Flexible Pavements 
Overlay Design for Rigid Pavements 

Evaluation of Design Alternatives, Life-Cycle Costs. 

Workshop. 
Flexible 
Rigid 

The following paragraphs give a brief description of the content of 
each block of instruction. 

Block 1. This block shows how pavement design has evolved over time, 
and how the design process interacts with the pavement management. 

Block 2. This block introduces the engineer to the basic information 
that serves as background material to assist the engineer in understanding 
that the factors of Subgrades, Materials, Drainage, Pavement Performance, 
Traffic and Variability are more than just input values to the pavement 
design process. These quantities are more correctly considered as data 
elements that indicate potential structural sections that should be 
investigated as capable of performing satisfactorily in service. 

Blocks 3 and 4. These blocks contain the structural evaluation and 
pavement design procedures for flexible and rigid pavements respectively. 
After the initial cross sections have been developed through consideration of 
input parameters, the determination of a final thickness for each layer can 
be accomplished using the procedures in these blocks for flexible and rigid 
pavements respectively. The application of existing design procedures to 
shoulder design are also presented. While emphasis is placed on the AASHTO 
Design Guide, suitable material is presented in order to develop an 
understanding of the basic assumptions of several design procedures. This 
understanding is critical to allow the engineer to compare different design 
procedures on a consistent basis. 
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Block 5. This block presents information about the increased emphasis 
on rehabilitation and the selection of overlay as the most appropriate 
rehabilitation scheme. The overlay design procedures use many of the same 
concepts as the pavement design procedures with suitable adjustments for 
application over an existing pavement 

Block 6. This block relates pavement design and the resulting pavement 
performance to pavement management. The design and resulting performance of 
both new pavements and overlays are crucial components of a pavement 
management system which blends original pavement design with planned 
rehabilitation at specified intervals. A thorough understanding of pavement 
design principles is needed to design overlay strategies and calculate life 
cycle costs for comparisons of the different pavement structural designs. 

Block 7. Within each module of the course there are sample problems 
for the participants to work which reinforce the material presented in that 
module. Comprehensive pavement design problems for flexible and rigid 
pavements in Block 7 summarize the entire pavement design process developed 
during the course. 

3.0 TRAINING OBJECTIVES 

The course provides the participants with an understanding of the 
following items: 

1. Engineering fundamentals of pavements and the theory of stress 
distribution in all types of pavements induced by both vehicular 
and environmental factors. 

2. Objectives, theory, strengths, and limitations of empirical 
(AASHTO) and theoretical rigid design methods such as stress ratio 
and fatigue. This includes plain, reinforced, and continuously 
reinforced concrete pavements and their respective design details. 

3. Objectives, theory, strengths, and limitations of empirical 
(AASHTO) and theoretical flexible design methods such as fatigue 
and rutting. 

4. Effects of design input factors on pavement performance. These 
design input factms include loading, materials, construction 
practices, soils, environment, etc. 

5. Objectives, theory, strengths, and limitations of testing 
procedures for soils and materials. This includes relating test 
values to design and performance. 

6. Objectives, underlying principles, and methods of providing skid 
resistant surfaces. 

7. Overlay design using the AASHTO and other methods. 

8. The steps required in rehabilitation selection and design. 

6 



4.0 SUMMARY 

This course is prepared for the engineer with experience in pavement 
design who is currently designing pavements. The material in this course 
will also provide background information for pavement design engineers who 
want to broaden their knowledge of available design procedures for both new 
pavements and overlays. Application of the new AASHTO Design Procedure 
(1986) is highlighted in the mstruction. 

7 
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MODULEl-2 

DEVELOPMENT OF PAVEMENT DESIGN 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module presents a brief historical review of pavement design 
procedures and concepts. Pavement design has evolved over the years into the 
design procedures which are in use today. The principles in these procedures 
lay the foundation for design procedures to be developed in the future. 
Pavement types are introduced and the differences discussed as a preview to 
how pavements perform, which is a major design consideration. 

Upon completion of this module the participants will be able to 
accomplish the following: 

1. List the advantages and disadvantages of conducting a road test. 

2. Describe the AASHO Road Test and contrast the results obtained 
with this empirical approach with a general mechanistic design 
approach. 

3. Describe the differences between a flexible and a rigid pavement 
and list the important pavement types. 

4. List the material layers which may be found in various pavement 
types and describe their impact on pavement performance. 

2.0 HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT OF PAVEMENT DESIGN 

2.1 Pre-Road Test Design Methods 

The historical development of pavement design dates back to the 1920's 
when design was accomplished primarily by rule-of-thumb, or by "precedent" 
based on experience. Even though many satisfactory roads were designed using 
rule-of-thumb procedures, this approach has limitations. For example, the 
design factors appropriate for one set of soil, traffic, and environmental 
conditions are not necessarily applicable under different conditions. The 
rule-of-thumb design cannot adapt itself to these different conditions. This 
approach is quite often uneconomic because pavements are being designed for 
the worst conditions and are often overdesigned. These pre-road test design 
approaches were often developed based upon geotechnical and/or soil mechanics 
principles. For the most part, these procedures rely on protecting the 
sub grade by placing sufficient thickness of material above the roadbed. 

2.1.1 Group Index Method 

The group index method uses the AASHTO method of soil classification to 
calculate a numerical indicator for the quality of the roadbed soil based on 
traditional soil properties (1). The group index will be described in Module 
2-1, but it is a soil property indicating quality of soil. The higher the 
group index, the lower the quality of the soil to carry traffic. The higher 
group index requires a thicker pavement to carry the design traffic. This 
design scheme does not allow much sophistication in material selection or 
thickness design. 
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2.1.2 Pedological Methods 

The underlying principle in pedological or soil forming classification 
methods is that soils produced in a like manner, i.e., those from the same 
parent rock, similar climate, age, weathering conditions, and topography 
possess similar engineering properties (2). Various highway departments, 
including those in Michigan and Wisconsin, have utilized geographic, 
topographic, and agricultural soil maps to develop classification systems for 
predicting soil conditions encountered in their given areas. The design 
philosophy is similar to the group index method. Soils identified as having 
lower quality properties require thicker pavements. 

2.1.3 Strength-Based Methods 

Strength-based design methods use shear strength or load-deformation 
characteristics of the roadbed soil. The test procedures used in these 
design approaches will be explained in Module 2-1,2-2, and 2-3. The strength 
tests indicate the relative quality of the roadbed materials. 

California Bearing Ratio (CBR) 

The California Bearing Ratio method of pavement design (3.) uses the 
load-deformation characteristics of the roadbed soils, aggregate subbase, and 
base materials, and an empirical design chart to determine the thickness of 
pavement, base, and other layers. The CBR value is an estimate of the 
quality of the material as compared to that of an excellent base material, 
for which the CBR is assumed to equal 100 percent. 

Hveem 

The Hveem stabilometer was developed in California and is predominately 
used by Western states as a replacement for the CBR method (4, 5_). It 
measures the horizontal pressures developed as a result of vertically applied 
load. The greater the resistance to vertical pressure, the better the load 
carrying capability of the material. The thickness of pavement structure is 
related to the R (resistance) value of the roadbed material. 

Load-Deformation 

This design methodology recognizes that pavement performance is highly 
dependent on the load-deformation characteristics of roadbed soils, and not 
just the ultimate strength. The plate bearing test is one such procedure 
where the subgrade is loaded through a rigid plate 12 to 30 inches in 
diameter and the vertical deflection of the plate is recorded. The thickness 
design is based on the correlation of plate deflection with pavement 
performance related to allowable load repetitions for a measured 
load-deflection relationship. 

Triaxial 

The triaxial is a strength test that uses confining pressure in a cell 
to simulate confinement conditions which exist in a pavement structure. 
Triaxial tests have been used to provide strength comparisons of roadbed 
soils that might be encountered in the field (3_). These strength 
relationships are correlated with a required thicknesses of base and pavement 
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to protect the roadbed soil through empirical equations or charts. The . . 
Kansas (.6.) and Texas (1, B.) Highway Departments have used the open tnaxial 
systems for thickness design. 

2.2 Road Test Designs 

The period from the mid 1940s to the 1960s can be described as the 
period of Road Test Design Methodology. During this time, highway engineers 
sought to better understand the significance of the vehicular effects on 
pavement performance with the goal of developing data showing how pavement 
condition changes over time for different situations. Confronted not only 
with the effect of changing traffic load regulations and with the need to 
establish policies on vehicle size and weight, the American Association of 
State Highway Officials (AASHO) conceived and conducted road tests in 
Maryland, Idaho, and Illinois during this time. 

2.2.1 Maryland Road Test 

The 1950 Maryland Road Test was conducted on a 1.1 mile section of 
existing U.S. 301 located approximately 9 miles south of Laplata, Maryland 
(.2.). The principal objective of this road test was to determine the relative 
effects of four different axle loadings using two vehicle types on a specific 
concrete pavement design. The loads employed were 18,000 pounds and 22,400 
pounds on single axles, and 32,000 pounds and 44,000 pounds on tandem axles. 
These loadings were selected to represent conditions expected to be 
encountered in the foreseeable future on the existing roadway network. 

2.2.2 WASHO Road Test 

In 1953 to 1954 the Western Association of State Highway Officials 
(WASHO) sponsored a test road consisting of a mile of specially built 
flexible pavement in Malad, Idaho (10). The vehicular loadings were similar 
to those of the Maryland Road Test and the expected results from the test 
were similar. 

2.2.3 AASHO Road Test 

The AASHO Road Test was the last of the major road tests in the United 
States (13), conducted from 1958 to 1960 near Ottawa, Illinois about 80 miles 
southwest of Chicago. This site was chosen because the soil within the area 
is uniform and is representative of that found in large areas of the 
country. The climate is typical of that found in the northern United States 
and much of the earthwork and pavement construction would be used ultimately 
as part of Interstate 80. 

The actual road test facility consisted of four large loops numbered 3 
through 6 and two smaller loops numbered 1 and 2. Each loop was a segment of 
a four-lane divided highway with tangent parallel roadways which were 
connected by turnarounds. The tangents were 6,800 feet long in loops 3 
through 6, 4,400 feet long in loop 2, and 2,000 feet long in loop 1. All 
vehicles assigned to any one traffic lane of loops 2 through 6 had the same 
axle loads and types. No traffic operated over loop 1. In all loops the 
north tangents were surfaced with asphalt concrete and south tangents with 
portland cement concrete. All the variables for pavement studies were 
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concerned with pavement thickness design, load magnitude, and environmental 
effects. Pavement sections varied in length with a minimum of 100 feet and 
were separated by a short transition section in order to separate the design 
effects for statistical analysis. The actual designs used in Loop 4 are 
shown in Figure 1-2.1. 

The AASHO road test introduced the concept of serviceability into the 
thickness design process. During the two years traffic was on each loop, a 
survey panel rode over each pavement section every other week to rate its 
ride comfort on a scale of zero for failed to five for perfectly smooth. A 
present serviceability rating (PSR) curve was developed for each pavement 
section as shown in Figure 1-2.2. With this curve the number of loadings to 
reduce the ride comfort (PSR) to a failure level (terminal serviceability 
level) could be determined for each pavement section. This empirical data is 
the basis for the structural design equations developed from the road test 
which will be presented in Block 3 and 4 for flexible and rigid pavements 
respectively. 

2.2.4 Extensions 

The AASHO road test was the most comprehensive of the road tests, yet 
it was still limited to the influence of only the environment of Central 
Illinois, the roadbed soil of Central Illinois, and the materials of Central 
Illinois which were used to construct the pavement sections. One immediate 
concern was to develop expanded criteria which would allow different 
conditions and materials to be considered in the design process. Components 
of the design procedure requiring local verification are: 

1. Regional Factor (Climate). 

2. Soil Support Value (Roadbed soils). 

3. Structural layer Coefficients (Material Properties). 

A series of "satellite studies" were to be conducted throughout the 
United States to extend the road test findings to the individual states. 
Unfortunately, this comprehensive effort was never fully implemented which 
left the design guide with limitations in: 

1. Verification. 

2. Inadequate statistical data base. 

3. No true definitions of failure. 

The basic principles established and validated by the road test still 
serve as the basis for a large number of performance-based design procedures 
being used in the United State today. The AASHTO Interim Guide design for 
rigid and flexible pavement, Corps of Engineers, Louisiana, Utah and Kentucky 
designs are among a large family of pavement design techniques which were 
primarily developed on the basis of field performance taken from the Road 
Test. Their popularity indicates the usefulness of the data collected on the 
road test. 
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Loop 4 
Axle Load 

Lane 1 Lane 2 
18,000-S 32,000-T 

Main Factorial Design 
Design 1 

Surf ace Base Subbase Factorial Test Section No. 
Thickness Thickness Thickness Block Lane 1 Lane 2 

4 1 633 634 

0 8 2 607 608 
3 571 572 12 
3 569 570 

3 4 2 .599 600 
3 8 3 573 574 

12 1 617 618 
4 3 585 586 

6 8 1 623 624 
12 2 601 602 
4 3 583 584 

0 8 1 619 620 
12 2 603 604 
4 1 627 628 

4 3 8 2 589 590 
2 597 598 

12 3 575 576 
4 2 595 596 

6 8 3 577 578 
12 1 625 626 
4 2 605 606 

0 8 3 587 588 
l2 1 62t 622 
4 3 579 580 

5 3 8 1 631 632 
12 2 593 594 

4 
1 629 630 

6 1 615 616 
8 2 591 592 

12 3 581' 582 

Figure 1-2.1. Pavement Sections Constructed on Loop 4 of the 
AASHO Road Test. 
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2.3 Mechanistic-Empirical Methods 

Mechanistic pavement design procedures are based on mechanics of 
materials equations that relate an input such as a wheel load to an output or 
pavement response such as stress, strain or deformation. Laboratory testing 
is often included to provide a relationship between loadings and failure. 
Empirical design methods typically relate observed field performance to 
design variables, such as a road test. Mechanistic-empirical design 
approaches combine the theory and physical testing with the observed 
performance to design the pavement structure. 

The basis of a mechanistic design procedure is an analytical program to 
calculate the stress or strain. The pavement response values calculated by 
these programs are input for a second program using transfer functions to 
predict distress resulting from the response. Transfer functions can be 
developed from laboratory test data or they can be based on observed 
performance data collected in the field. Dependence on observed performance 
is the empirical nature of this design approach. VESYS is an example of a 
program that uses empirical transfer functions which are based on the AASHO 
road test performance data. 

As more distress survey data becomes available theoretical models may 
be more accurately calibrated to represent observed performance models. 
Calibration with field performance is a necessity for accurate designs as 
theory alone has not proven sufficient to design pavements realistically. 

2.4 AASHTO Design Guide - 1986 

Given the limitations of the 1972 Interim Design Guide, extensive 
revisions have been made to include more fundamental concepts (some 
recommended in mechanistic approaches) and extend the applicability of the 
design procedure. These revisions include: 

1. Replacement of Soil Support Value and the modulus of subgrade 
reaction with the Modulus of Resilience for both flexible and 
rigid pavements. 

2. The inclusion of design reliability. 

3. The use of resilient Modulus testing to select layer coefficients 
for flexible pavements. 

4. Drainage has been included through recognition of the impact of 
drainage on performance and suitable adjustments to material 
properties. 

5. Improved environmental design has been included for frost heave, 
swelling soils, and thaw weakening. 

6. Subbase erosion can be accounted for in rigid pavement designs. 

7. Load Transfer can be designed for in rigid pavements. 

8. Life-cycle cost information has been included for use in 
evaluating alternate designs. 
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Other items in the design guide which have been included or expanded 
include rehabilitation, pavement management, load equivalency factors, 
traffic considerations, and low volume road design. Guidance is even 
provided on mechanistic-empirical design. These items will be expanded upon 
in the appropriate section of the course. 

3.0 GENERAL PAVEMENT TYPES 

Pavement design is generally concerned with the design of flexible or 
rigid pavements. These two pavement types are characterized by the different 
mechanics of distributing loads to the subgrade and resulting construction 
details required for acceptable performance. The typical structural layer 
arrangement for each pavement type is shown in Figure 1-2.3. The rigid 
pavement, by virtue of the stiff slab action of the portland cement concrete, 
spreads the wheel load over a large area producing a low stress on the 
subgrade. The flexible pavement, by virtue of the flexibility of the asphalt 
concrete, deforms more than the portland cement concrete, and produces a 
higher stress distribution on the subgrade. These different stresses and how 
they are produced are the reason pavements perform differently and require 
different design procedures. These differences will be detailed in later 
sections of the course. 

Rigid pavements can be subdivided into three separate designs: 

l. Jointed Plain (JPCP). 

2. Jointed Reinforced (JRCP). 

3. Continuously Reinforced (CRCP). 

Jointed plain pavements are characterized by short joint spacings of 13 
to 30 feet with no reinforcing steel in the slab. The joints are typically 
dowelled for load transfer. Jointed reinforced pavements are characterized 
by long joint spacings of 27 to 120 feet with reinforcing steel in the slab 
to hold the shrinkage cracks tight. Continuously reinforced pavements have 
no joints and contain a greater percentage steel to control cracking as the 
concrete shrinks during curing. 

Flexible pavement types are differentiated by the material used in the 
individual layers. The most significant difference is when the granular base 
is replaced with asphalt stabilized material to make a full-depth asphalt 
pavement. This is still a flexible pavement because the stress distribution 
resulting in the pavement is not at all similar to that in a rigid pavement. 

The differences between these two pavement types necessitates very 
different design considerations which will be developed in the remainder of 
this course. 

4.0 SUMMARY 

The historical development of modern day pavement design methodologies 
can be divided roughly into four periods representing awareness or 
application of different design methodologies. These periods are: 
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1. Pre-Road Test Design Procedures. 

2. Interim Road Test Design Procedures. 

3. Mechanistic-Empirical Procedures. 

4. AASHTO Design Guide 1986. 

This course is designed to develop an awareness of the different design 
methodologies, their advantages, or drawbacks, and the critical items which 
should be present in any design procedure. 
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MODULEl-3 

DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS IN OVERALL PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module provides an introduction to the role pavement design should 
play in overall pavement management activities. Pavement design is the most 
critical activity in pavement management in terms of affecting both initial 
and life cycle costs. 

Upon completion of this module the participants will be able to 
accomplish the foflowing: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

.4. 

Briefly describe overall pavement management activities and goals. 

List the major changes that have taken place in the national 
highway system in the past decade that have caused an increased 
concern for improved pavement management. 

List the reasons why pavement design is a critical aspect of 
pavement management in terms of life-cycle costs. 

Describe how the information gained from monitoring pavement 
performance can be used to improve pavement design. 

2.0 OVERALL PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROCESS 

Pavement management has existed in some form ever since the first 
highway departments were organized in the early 1900's. This section 
presents an overall view of pavement management as it has evolved today. 

2.1 Large Pavement Investment 

Massive highway construction over the past 30 years means that 
pavements now represent one of the most costfy of all public investments. 
There are 3.9 million centerline miles of roadway in the U.S. Approximately 
two million of these miles are paved and over one million miles are either a 
high type flexible or rigid pavement (i), 

This large paved mileage can be studied by breaking it down into 
individual projects. If a tyrical length of project is three miles there are 
nearly 700,000 individual' design projects" that require continual planning, 
design, construction, maintenance and rehabilitation. The adequacy of each 
of these pavement management activities will result in a stream of costs that 
will go on for as long as the roadways exist. This stream of costs is 
greatly affected by the adequacy of the planning, design, construction, 
evaluation, maintenance and rehabilitation for each project. These are the 
major activities which should be improved by overall pavement management. 
Cost-effective management of such a vast pavement network can only be 
accomplished through an integrated and comprehensive management approach. 

19 



2.2 Major Changes In Highways 

The following major changes have taken place in the national highway 
system during the past few years: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Rising costs. 

Reduced revenues. 

Increased utilization (particularly trucks). 

A changing emphasis from highway expansion to modification and 
preservation (2). 

Such changes have resulted in highway agencies reassessing their management 
practices, particularly with regard to pavements. 

It must be recognized that highways are the overall product of highway 
agencies, and pavements represent the end product of the highway system that 
daily affects the lives of millions of users (2). Therefore, the goal of 
pavement management must be to improve the product in a cost-effective 
manner. 

2.3 Pavement Needs 

Pavements represent the major cost activity in providing highways. The 
following funding levels have been estimated as necessary to maintain the 
existing conditions on the United States highway system through the year 
2000: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Interstate 4R 

Primary 

Secondary 

Urban 

$64.3 billion. 

$93.3 billion. 

$46.6 billion. 

$72.7 billion. 

Because it is unlikely that all of the needed funding will be available 
the importance of efficient pavement design becomes even more critical in 
controlling the flow of costs. To provide for the efficient use of such · 
large amounts of funds, improved management and engineering practices and 
traming of personnel are required in every aspect of the pavement management 
process. 

2.4 Pavement Management Definition 

The AASHTO Guidelines on Pavement Management provides the following 
definition: 

Pavement Management (PM) is the effective and efficient 
directing of the various activities involved in providing and 
sustaining pavements in a condition acceptable to the 
traveling public at the least life-cycle cost (6.). 
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The AASHTO Guide for Design of Pavement Structures 1986 adds that: 

Pavement Management in its broadest sense encompasses all of 
activities involved in the planning, design, construction, 
maintenance, evaluation, and rehabilitation of the pavement 
portion of a public works program (1). 

Pavement management activities involve many different interrelated 
aspects as illustrated in Figure 1-3.1. Recognition of the fact that these 
activities are interrelated 1s critical. For example, poor design results in 
large maintenance costs and rehabilitation costs. Good design with poor 
maintenance results in shortened pavement life and higher costs. Poor 
construction causes even an excellent design to fail prematurely resulting in 
increased maintenance, rehabilitation, and user costs. Thus, all pavement 
management activities must be considered as a system in order to improve the 
overall product, i.e. pavements, in a cost-effective manner. 

3.0 DESIGN AND REHABILITATION CONSIDERATIONS OVER THE LIFE CYCLE 

Pavement design is a critical aspect of pavement management. Poor 
design practice will reflect itself throughout many years in higher pavement 
maintenance and rehabilitation requirements. Figure 1-3.2 shows which 
decisions have the most influence over the expenditure of funds during the 
life-cycle of a project (1). The preliminary and final design phase have by 
far the greatest effect on life-cycle costs as they are decisions which must 
be made early in the life of a pavement project. 

Figure 1-3.3 shows an example of the relative costs for various design 
alternatives for a given pavement. The initial design affects not only the 
initial construction cost but also has an impact on all other costs such as 
maintenance, rehabilitation, salvage, and user. This figure illustrates that 
pavement design can improve the pavement management process through the 
consideration of different design strategies and all associated costs over 
the design analysis period. This is commonly ref erred to as life-cycle 
costing of different design alternatives. 

Recent developments in pavement technology such as improved testing 
equipment and increased microcomputer availability provide the pavement 
designer with more "tools" to use in the evaluation of the consequences of 
pavement design alternatives to estimate their life-cycle costs. 

4.0 FEEDBACK OF PERFORMANCE MONITORING DATA TO IMPROVE DESIGN 

Improvement of any product comes about essentially through the feedback 
performance information that relates to design and construction. This 
feedback concept for pavements is illustrated in Figure 1-3.4. Perhaps the 
weakest link in the pavement management process has been the lack off eedback 
of critical performance monitoring information, and its use to improve 
planning, design, construction, maintenance and rehabilitation procedures. 

Until recently, there have been limited pavement monitoring and 
evaluation activities in highway agencies. A number of agencies are 
beginning to monitor their pavements for planning and programming purposes, 
but there is still a general lack of performance monitoring and use of the 
feedback data to improve other pavement management activities, particularly 
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Figure 1-3.1, Major Classes of Activities in a Pavement Management System (1), 
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design. Because design plays such an important role in determining overall 
life-cycle costs, feedback is essential to improve the design process. 

A pavement monitoring program should provide at least the following 
performance information: 

1. ' Distress ( detailed cracking, joint deterioration, rutting, etc.) 

2. Roughness. 

3. Deflection. 

4. Friction characteristics, particularly at high accident locations. 

5. Traffic loadings through weigh-in-motion scales. 

This information is considered essential to the development of a 
comprehensive database. Such a computerized database is essential to aid in 
the management and analysis of such a comprehensive amount of data. The 
database must also include key design, materials and construction data so 
that the pavement monitoring data can be related to traffic, design, 
construction and materials characteristics. This database becomes the 
"heart" of the overall pavement management system as shown in Figure 1-35. 

The importance of using feedback performance data to improve pavement 
technology is shown in the importance being given to the "Long-Term Pavement 
Performance" (LTPP) program which is part of the Strategic Highway Research 
Program (SHRP). The LTPP research program proposes to monitor approximately 
3,000 in-service pavement sections over a 20-year period to obtain 
comprehensive performance data. The development of empirical and mechanistic 
pavement design procedures and performance models from this data is one of 
the major objectives of the L TPP study. 

5.0 SUMMARY 

This module has discussed overall pavement management and the 
importance of pavement design to this management process. Specific items of 
concern to the pavement designer are as follows: 

1. Pavements represent a large public investment, and therefore, 
comprehensive management systems and tools should be used to 
insure that all of the pavement management activities are 
accomplished effectively. 

2. Pavement design is a critical aspect of pavement management in 
terms of affecting a stream of costs over many years~ 

3. The weakest link in the pavement management process has been the 
lack of feedback of critical performance monitoring information. 
this information could be used to improve planning, design, 
construction, maintenance and rehabilitation. Lack of this data 
has resulted in many design errors being perpetuated. 
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6.0 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

4. 

5. 

Pavement Management includes pavement design as a major element. 

The importance of pavements in the context of highway 
transportation can be summed up as follows: 

a. Highways are our product. For those we serve, this means one 
thing and one thing only -- PAVEMENTS. 

b. Right-of-way, grading, drainage, and subbases are all 
engineering and procedural requirements to build ~ood 
pavements. Good signing, good geometrics, effective 
guardrails, and good delineation are all needed to aid safe 
use of our pavements. Safe and well designed PAVEMENTS are 
our end product -- what our consumers want, use, and pay for. 
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BLOCK2 

INITIAL CONSIDERATIONS IN THE PAVEMENT DESIGN PROCESS 

Modules 

2-1 SUBGRADE SOILS 
2-2 RESILIENT MODULUS 
2-3 PAVINGMATERIALS 
2-4 DRAINAGE DESIGN 
2-5 PAVEMENTPERFORMANCE 
2-6 VEHICLE AND TRAFFIC CONSIDERATIONS 
2-7 VARIABILITY AND RELIABILITY 

This block presents the important items required for the overall 
pavement design process. These items are needed by the engineer in order to 
begin to select typical cross sections to handle the many variables which 
affect the performance of a pavement. If these items are not fully 
considered, the final thicknesses calculated for the proposed cross section 
may not be economical, or they may fail prematurely. The block is structured 
to relate these topics to the design process and the selection of typical 
cross sections capable of performing adequately. 

Upon completion of this block the participants will be able to complete 
the instructional objectives listed for each module. 
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MODULE2-1 

ROADBED SOILS 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module presents the physical and engineering properties of roadbed 
soils. Test procedures and classification systems are introcfuced to 
establish an understanding of the composition of a soil. Material property 
and strength test results are discussed as they relate to pavement design 
procedures for both rigid and flexible pavements. Special emphasis is placed 
on interpreting test results and correlating an existing test result with 
other methods of characterizing materials. 

Upon completion of this module the participant will be able to 
accomplish the foflowing: 

1. List the steps required in classifying a roadbed soil and relate 
the classification to an indication of roadbed soil support. 

2. List the common tests performed on roadbed soils and describe the 
significance of the test result and its relationship to roadbed 
soil support. 

3. Describe the differences in the role of a roadbed soil on the 
performance of a flexible and rigid pavement. 

4. Be able to correlate different roadbed soil tests and relate to 
resilient modulus. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

Since the early days in the development of pavement design, it has been 
recognized that the properties of individual pavement components have a great 
impact on the performance of the pavement. In the 1940's, the pavement 
design concept was primarily based on the physical and engineering proJ?erties 
of roadbed soil upon which the pavement was constructed. The properties of 
importance included soil classification, plasticity, shear strength, frost 
susceptibility and drainage. 

Since the late 1950's, more emphasis has been placed on the fundamental 
properties of roadbed soils, and test methods have been developed for better 
characterization of these soils. Test methods using static or low strain 
rate loading conditions such as the California Bearing Ratio (CBR), 
unconfined compressive strength, etc., have been replaced with dynamic and 
repeated load tests such as modulus of resilience which more realistically 
simulate stresses and strains developing in the actual pavement, but these 
tests are still being conducted and used in pavement design. 

The subjects discussed in this module relate to pavement design, and 
will broaden the pavement designer's appreciation for the requirements of a 
roadbed. Specifically: 

1. Suitability of roadbed materials to be used for construction. 
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2. Design input requirements for roadbed material. 

The material properties to be presented in this module are divided into 
the following: 

1. Physical properties: These properties are most often used for the 
material selection, construction specifications and quality 
control. 

2. Engineering properties: These properties provide an estimate of 
the design potential of the pavement materials. The design 
potential of the roadbed soils can be related to the primary 
response parameters which are modulus of resilience, Poisson's 
rat10, soil support value, modulus of subgrade reaction (K) value, 
etc., some of which will be discussed in Module 2-2, Resilient 
Modulus. 

3.0 PHYSICAL PROPERTIES OF ROADBED SOILS 

3.1 Initial Soil Properties 

The pavement design process requires properties of the roadbed soil for 
design because the roadbed soil represents a design quantity that cannot be 
changed in the design, and it must be characterized very thoroughly. This 
characterization involves extensive sampling of the soils along the 
right-of-way of the proposed highway. The samples are brought to the 
laboratory,and the tests described in this module are conducted on the soils 
collected. The testing program must be designed to provide an indication of 
the variability of the soils along the length of the project. This 
variability will have an influence on the final thickness and even on the 
pavement type selected for construction. 

Before extensive field sampling and testing is performed, there are a 
number of published reports on soil properties which should be consulted. 
The most comprehensive of these is the county soil map published by the 
Agricultural Extension Services and the Soil Conservation Service. These 
maps are prepared from extensive field sampling and testing and the 
information is plotted on aerial photographs with a scale of 1 inch to 5000 
feet. The different soil types are indicated along with the existing 
appurtenances, as is shown in Figure 2-1.1 which is taken from a county soil 
map in Illinois. Also indicated on this figure are some of the typical 
material properties which can be obtained in the publication. Each soil type 
with its number is identified in the report, and detailed information is 
supplied. These maps provide a ready source of information on properties and 
potential variability along the project length. This information can help 
avoid excessive testing costs by providing initial data on soils in the area. 

3.2 Soil Classification 

The engineering classification of soils is the most universally 
accepted indicator of the physical property of a naturally occurring soil. 
The AASHTO method of soil classification is the method most commonly accepted 
by engineers in the highway field. This procedure relies on the grain size 
distribution and the plasticity characteristics of the soil to differentiate 
between soils based on their potential to perform as a roadbed under a 
pavement structure. 
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Example: Data Available for Soil l7, 
Sangamon County, Illinois, 
Three locations along project. 

Hydro logic Group: C 

Flooding: None 

High Water Table: 2-4 feet 
April-June 

Frost Action: High 

Permeability: 0 .2-0 .6 ins/hr 

Shrink-Swell: High 

Organic Matter: 1-2 % A horizon 

Soil Classification: A CL-ML 
B CH-CL 
C CL 

Liquid Limit: A 25-35 
B 45-60 
C 35-50 

Plasticity Index: A 5-15 
B 30-45 
C 20-30 

A-4,A-6 
A-7 
A-7 

Stability as a Construction Material: 

Poor Roadfill - low strength 
Poor Sand - excess fines 
Poor Gravel - excess fines 

Stability as Septic Field: 

Severe (poor) - percolates water 
too slowly, remains too wet 

Figure 2-1.1.Soil Map for Example Project Illustrating Soil Data 
Available for Soil 17. 
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The AASHTO classification system (AASHTO M145) breaks the grain sizes 
into the following ranges delineated by U.S.A. Standard Sieves: 

1. Gravel, Three inch to No.10 Sieve. 

2. Coarse Sand, No.10 to No. 40 Sieve. 

3. Fine Sand, No. 40 to No. 100 Sieve. 

4. Silts and Clays are all passing the No. 200 Sieve. 

The break-point between coarse and fine-grained soils is the amount of 
material passing the No. 200 sieve. In the AASHTO procedure a fine-grained 
soil has more than 35 percent passing the No. 200 sieve. Thus roadbed soils 
will commonly be either A-4, A-5, A-6, or A-7 soils as shown in Figure 
2-1.2. One coarse-grained soil classification with similar characteristics 
to a fine-grained soil is the A-2 classification because it may have nearly 
the same amount of material passing the No. 200 sieve as the fine-grained 
materials. 

With similar gradations, the plasticity characteristic of the soil 
particles smaller than No. 40 sieve have a large influence on the performance 
of the soil (AASHTO T89 and T90). The plasticity characteristics are 
determined by the Atterberg Limit tests. These tests are the Liquid Limit, 
LL, the Plastic Limit,. PL, and the Plasticity Index, PI. The PI is equal to 
the LL minus the PL. These limits are the moisture content at which the soil 
exhibits a change in behavior from liquid to plastic to elastic respectively. 
These limits are affected primarily by the clay particles in the soil and 
relate closely to the potential performance of the soil. 

The plasticity limits for each soil classification are indicated in the 
classification chart given in Figure 2-1.2, and are shown graphically in 
Figure 2-1.3. Higher limits generally indicate poorer performance when used 
as a roadbed soil, but even within a particular classification there will be 
variability in both plasticity and gradation which are not differentiated in 
the general classification. To provide this differentiation, the "group 
index" was developed. The group index is an empirical equation based on the 
service performance of many soils that indicates the relative amount of fine 
silts and clays and the plasticity characteristics of a soil. It provides a 
more detailed description of the :;oil and its performance potential. The 
equation to calculate the group index was given in Figure 2-1.2 

There are other soil classification schemes in use by other agencies, 
including the Unified Soil Classification System. The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) Classification System, Pedological Classifications, and 
the United States Department of Agriculture Classification System are 
examples other agencies are using. 

The classification of a soil is an important input for the pavement 
design process. Relationships that have been developed which correlate soil 
classification and structural design properties are an easy method for 
develo_ping input for the initial selection of pavement structures without 
extensive testmg. 
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Granular Material, Silt-Clay Materiall 
GentTIII CTaaification (JS% or len passing No. 200) (more than 35% pauing No. 200} 

A-7 
A-1 A-2 

A-7-S, 
Group Clarnfication A-1-a A-1-b A-3 A-2-4 A-2.J A-2-6 A-2-7 A-4 A-S A-6 A-7-6 

Sieve analysis, % passing: 
No. IO SO max ...... ... ... . ..... ... . .. . . . ... . ..... . ..... . ..... 
No.40 30max SO max S1 min ... ... ... .. . . ..... . ..... . ..... . . . . . . ...... 
No.200 1S max 25 max IO max 35 max 3S max 3Smax 35 max 36min 36 min 36 min 36 min 

Characteristics of frac-
tion passing No.40: 

liquid limit . ...... . ...... 40 max 41 min 40 max 41 min 40max 41 min 40max 41 min 
Plasticity index 6max N.P. lOmax lOmax 11 min 11 min IO max lOmax 11 min 11 mint 

Usual types of signifi- Stone fragments, Fine Silty or clayey gravel and sand Silty soils Clayey soils 
cant constituent ma- gravel and sand 
terials sand 

General rating as sub- Excellent to good Fair to poor 
grade 

• Reprinted by pennission of the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials from AASHTO Materiall, 12th edition, 1978 • 
. .-.Pla$ticity index or A-7•5 subgroup is equal to or less than LL minus 30. Plasticity index of A-7-':J subgroup is greater than LL minus 30. 

Group Index= (F-35) [0.2 + 0.005 (LL - 40)] + 0.01 (F-15) (PI-10) 

F = percentage passing the No. 200 sieve, expressed as a whole number. 

LL= liquid limit (whole number) 

PL= plastic limit (whole number) 

PI= plasticity index= LL - PL 

Notes: 

1. If the calculated group index is negative, report the group index 
as zero (O). 

2. If the soil is nonplastic,and when the liquid limit cannot be 
determined, report the group index as zero (O). 

3. Report the group index to the nearest whole number. 

4. For A-2-6 and A-2-7 subgroups, use only the PI portion of the formula. 

Figure 2-1. 2. AASHTO Soil Classification. 
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3.3 Moisture-Density 

The moisture content and density relationship (AASHTO T99 or T180) for 
a soil is a critical factor affecting the strength and deformation properties 
of any prepared soil. Careful laboratory testing to establish this 
relat10nship is critical for its use in specifications to ensure adequate 
quality control of the material used m construction to provide the desired 
structural capacity in the roadbed material for the pavement design. The 
laboratory data is critical for accurately monitoring a project during 
construction and for knowing the compacted density at all times. This 
importance extends beyond design requirements to determining density and 
moisture values of the roadbed matenal anytime rehabilitation is planned 
because these values will exhibit seasonal variation. 

A Proctor compaction curve is shown in Figure 2-1.4 indicating the 
maximum density and optimum moisture content which are the two principal 
output values from this test. It must always be remembered that each soil 
has an individual relationship that must be established in the laboratory. 
Figure 2-1.5 contains typical compaction curves for a variety of soils. It 
is critical to select a moisture density specification that ensures a 
specific level of physical performance in the soil and to perform sufficient 
tests to ensure that these values are obtained in the field. The moisture 
density state of a compacted soil affects the strength and deformation 
characteristics of the soil in the pavement which is related to its 
structural adequacy. Figure 2-1.6 shows the influence of moisture and 
material type on the CBR values of compacted materials. 

With any design procedure, it is important to recognize the 
relationship between the moisture density relationship of a soil and the 
resulting design when the moisture or density changes. One drawback of the 
traditional strength testing is that they require a specific testing program 
which relies on specific moisture density conditions and does not allow 
design variability. The resilient modulus provides a means to fully describe 
a sml's design potential. 

With the new design procedures relying on an accurate determination of 
the resilient modulus, the control of density becomes more important because 
a statistical selection of a minimum value will not be allowed as they were 
in the old design procedures. Previously, the average strength value for 
design minus two standard deviations was used in the design process. The new 
design guide uses only the average value, and variability must be accounted 
for separately. The importance of moisture density control will be shown in 
subsequent sections which describe test procedures and results for various 
soils. 

4.0 SOIL STRENGTH PARAMETERS FOR HISTORICAL DESIGN PROCEDURES 

Various tests have been used to measure the ultimate response of 
roadbed soils and to evaluate the ability of the roadbed to adequately 
sustain traffic loads. The most common strength tests are: 

1. California Bearing Ratio (CBR) (AASHTO Tl93). 

2. Resistance Value (R value) (AASHTO T190). 
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3. Modulus of Subgrade Reaction (k value). 

4. Triaxial. 

Each test was developed for a specific purpose and met a need at the 
time it was developed. Few of these tests provide a rational analysis of 
basic soil properties such as the resilient modulus (MR), permanent 
deformation, or volume stability under traffic loading. 

4.1 CBR 

The CBR (California Bearing Ratio) test measures the resistance of the soil 
to penetration. A piston with an end area of 3 square inches is pressed into 
a six inch diameter, five inch tall soil specimen in a steel compaction mold 
at a standard rate of 0.05 inches per minute. The load required to force the 
piston into the soil is measured at given penetration intervals. The 
resulting penetrations are compared to the penetration recorded for a 
standard, well-graded crushed stone to get the bearing ratio as a percentage 
of the standard. CBR curves for a wide range of soils are pictured in Figure 
2-1. 7. Because this test is arbitrary in nature, it has many limitations. 
An advantage is the relatively simple equipment needed and the large amount 
of historical data available for correlating results with field performance. 
A major disadvantage is that the test method is very sensitive to the method 
of specimen preparation. There have been significant modifications to the 
original CBR method to improve its applicability. 

In Figure 2-1.8 the interrelationship between strength, as measured by 
CBR, density and moisture content are shown. The CBR "as molded" will 
gradually decrease for samples compacted at the higher moisture contents. 
However, CBR values after a four-day soaking period show a peak similar to 
that of moisture-density curves. If a swelling soil is compacted below the 
optimum moisture content, upon soaking, its stren~th is substantially lost. 
The relationship between CBR, moisture and density does provide valuable 
information for the designer. For pavement design purposes, an estimate of 
soil CBR can be obtained from Figure 2-1.9 and Table 2-1.1. 

4.2 RValues 

The R value (resistance value) is derived from a test conducted in a 
stabilometer as shown in Figure 2-1.10. A cylindrical sample ( 4 inches in 
diameter, 2-1/2 inches tall) 1s enclosed in a membrane and loaded vertically 
over the full face of the sample to a given pressure. The resulting 
horizontal pressure is measured and used to calculate the resistance (R) 
value. 

The R value method of test developed by F. N. Hveem and R.M. Carmany of 
the California Division of Highways (1) has been used most frequently in the 
western states. The procedure actually involves two separate tests: 

1. The thickness (weight) of cover required to resist expansion of 
the soil is determined by the expansion pressure test. 

2. The R value test evaluates the soil's relative ability to sustain 
loads. 
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Table 2-1.1 Approximate RanEe ofCBR and K Values for Soil Groups of the 
Casagrande Soils Jassification as Used by Corps of 
Engineers, Department of Army. 

Major Soil groups and typical description CBR Approximate 
Div. Range of 

k-values 

Well-graded gravel and gravel-sand 
mixtures. Little or no fines 80-100 500-700, greater 

Well-graded gravel-sand-clay 
mixtures. Excellent binder. 

Gravel 
80-100 400-700, greater 

and Poorly sraded gr~vel and gravel-
Gravelly sand mixtures. Little or no fines 30-60 300-500 
Soils 

Gravel with fines, very silty gravel 
clayey gravel, poorly graded gravel-
sand-clay mixtures 30-60 250-500 

Well-graded sands and gravelly sands 
Little or no fines. 25-60 250-575 

Sands 
Well-graded sand-clay mixtures 
Excellent binders. 25-60 250-575 

and 
Sandy 
Soils 

Poorly-graded sand. Little or no fines 15-25 200-325 

Sand with fines, very silty sand, 
clayey sands, poorly graded sand-clay 

10-25 175-325 miA'tures 

Silts (inorganic) and very fine sands, 
Fine rock flour, silty or clayey fine sands 
grained with slight plasticity 5-25 150-300 
soils 
with Clays (inorganic) of low to medium 
low to Llastic1ty, sandy clays, silty clays, 
medium ow plasticity clays 5-15 125-225 
compress-
ibility Organic silts and organic silt-clays 

of low plasticity 3-10 100-175 

Micaceous or diatomaceous fine sandy 
50-175 Fine and silty soils, elastic silts 1-5 

grained 
soils Clays (inorganic) of high plasticity, 
with fat clays 1-3 50-150 
high 
compress- Organic clays of medium to high 

1-3 50-125 ibility plasticity 
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For design purposes, the R values for various soil types have been 
correlated with the Group Index, CBR and other soil properties. R values for 
different soils were presented previously in Figure 2-1.9. 

4.3 Modulus of Subgrade Reaction 

The modulus of subgrade reaction, K value, is determined from a plate 
loading test set up as indicated in Figure 2-1.11 (2). A thirty-inch 
diameter plate is loaded to a given pressure (usually 10 psi) at a specified 
rate and the resulting deflection is measured. The K value is calculated as 
the unit load on the plate divided by the deflection of the plate. The test 
must be conducted in the field and requires expensive equipment. 

The modulus of subgrade reaction, K, is given by 

K= p/J'.l 

where p = unit pressure on the plate, typically 10 psi 
a = vertical deflection of the plate, in 

Since determining the K value is a field test procedure, it cannot be 
conducted at various densities and moisture contents to approximate different 
service conditions. It is recommended that the field K value be adjusted for 
the most unfavorable roadbed condition. This correction factor is obtained 
as a ratio of deformation at 10 psi pressure of unsaturated soil, given by d, 
to that of saturated soil, given by II ds 11

: 

K =(d/ds) x Kuncorrected 

The modulus of subgrade reaction, K, is also dependent on the plate 
size. Thirty-inch diameter plates are used for rigid pavements; whereas 
plate sizes for flexible pavements range between 12 and 18 inches. 

The modulus of subgrade reaction can be estimated based on soil 
classification data or using correlations with other soil engineering 
properties such as CBR and modulus of resilience, as shown previously in 
Figure 2-1.9 and Table 2-1.1. 

4.4 Triaxial Compression Test 

Triaxial testing is used by several states to evaluate the shear 
strength of roadbed soils. The unsaturated, unconsolidated, undrained test 
is most commonly used (J) although a saturated test is preferred. The soil 
samples are compacted either statically or dynamically to near optimum 
moisture and density in a cylindrical mold with a finished size of from 1.4 x 
2.8 inches to 6 x 12 inches. The sample is then fitted with a flexible 
membrane and placed in a triaxial cell capable of sustaining a confining 
pressure around the sample as shown in Figure 2-1.12. 

A confining pressure comparable to the in situ stress is applied to the 
cell. A controlled rate of strain ( usually 0.05 inches per minute) is 
applied along the vertical axis of the sample, and readings of vertical toad 
(stress) and total strain are made to plot a curve as shown in Figure 
2-1.13. A series of stress-strain curves are developed by testing similar 
samples under various confining pressures. Using the maximum stress from 

49 



1 
......... ----------------APPIOX. 18" LONO ---7'-/ ___________ _J 

.~., ~ ,.., ~ ~- ... ..,-
~ ..>.. 

DEFLECTION IEAM ,. O' 
2,5 . CIAM, <f.'"' 

'-,&- ,a 

/ LEVELING Pl.A TES 

HYDIAUUC JACK (50 TON CAPAClTYI 

ADJUST AILE HOLDER 
FOi DIALS 

BEAIING PU TES 

Figure 2-1. 11. 
Arrangement of Equipment for Plate Bearing Test. 

50 



ONE OF 3 
TIE RODS 

DISPLACEMENT 
APPLIED 

SAMPLE 

REACTION AND DISPLACEMENT 
RECORDED CONTINUOUSLY 

CONSTAN✓ 
PRESSURE 
SUPPLY 

r-:-1--- IMPERVIOUS 
BEARING PLATE 

PERVIOUS DISK 

LUCITE CYLINDER 

Figure 2-1.12. Triaxial Cell. 

51 



0'3 

00 

! !) i } ~ =00 +03 

03 = Confining Pressure 

0'1 = Failure Stress 
3 (/J 

l l l en· 
(.I) 

w 

----+ ~ 
a: 
I-
(/) 

+---03 
a: 

----+ <( 
w 
J: 

-+ --e-- en 

r i i ; }~ i 03i 

= a + a 5 10 0'1, 20 

i 
D 3 NORMAL STRESS,O 

~a3~1 Oo 

= DEVI-ATOR STRESS= APPLIED STRESS 
0'1 

t:> 
Cl) 
en 
w 
cc 
1-
(/) 

C 
~ 
..J 
0.. 
0.. 
<( 

PERCENT STRAIN 

Figure 2-1.13. Development of Mohr Failure Envelope 
From the Triaxial Test. 

52 

12 



each test, a Mohr rupture envelope is constructed, as shown in Figure 
2-1.13. From the Mohr's diagram, the cohesion and angle of internal friction 
maybe obtained as indicated. Figure 2-1.14 shows the Texas triaxial design 
which classifies triaxial envelops mto categories requiring differing 
thicknesses for protection of the sub grade. 

As with the other test procedures discussed, the method of compaction, 
the moisture, and the density of the sample significantly affect the results 
obtained. Since the shear strength is estimated using the failure stress of 
each individual specimen, tested under different confining pressures, it is 
essential that all specimens prepared for this determination have the same 
initial moisture content and density. This necessitates some judgment in the 
evaluation of test results. 

These strength tests provide relative indications of quality which 
relate, empirically, to a pavement thickness required to protect the roadbed 
and provide a measure of performance based on previously observed pavements. 
These tests have no relationship to theory, which limits their applicabdity 
for use in new or innovative pavement designs. This is a major reason behind 
the adoption of the modulus of resilience as the roadbed sod strength 
parameter. It has a theoretical relationship which allows mechanistic 
procedures to be used to evaluate new and innovative designs. 

5.0 SOIL STRENGTH PARAMETERS FOR PAVEMENT DESIGN 

The new AASHTO design guide replaces the old Soil Support Value (S) 
with the resilient modulus (MR) which will be detailed in Module 2-2. The 
MR value in the AASHTO design procedure is the average value for the 
roaobed soil. This average is the average of all tests along the route of 
the pavement, and points out the importance of testing samples at the density 
and moisture content they will develop in service. This average value is 
further adjusted in the design process for seasonal variability. 

The traditional pavement design procedures which utilize the parameters 
discussed in this module all require the use of an average value that is 
adjusted to account for the statistical variability in the material along the 
length of the roadway. This adjustment is typically the average value plus 
or minus two standard deviations. The new AASHTO design procedure has been 
structured to use only the average value for the materials. The use of 
extreme conditions to represent minimum expected values must be judiciously 
avoided in the future, and gives reason for improved testing procedures to 
very accurately characterize the roadbed soil. 

5.1 CBR 

The CBR value represents the strength of a saturated soil as compared 
to an excellent crushed stone base material. The design principle is that 
the lower the CBR, the thicker the pavement material placed on top of the 
roadbed to protect the roadbed soil from being overstressed. The design 
curves using CBR have all been developed from field observation of actual 
pavements under traffic and failure was related to CBR, pavement thickness; 
and number of traffic loadings. A design curve utilizing CBR is shown in 
Figure 2-1.15. 
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5.2 Hveem 

The Hveem test produces a number with the same relationship to 
thickness requirements as the CBR test does. The nature of the test does 
relate more directly to the loading mode of a pavement soil, in that the soil 
is loaded, and the resistance to lateral deformation is used to calculate the 
R value. The more resistance to deformation under load, the better the 
roadbed soil is and the less pavement material that is required to carry the 
design traffic. A design chart for the Hveem test is shown in Figure 2-1.16. 

5.3 Modulus of Subgrade Reaction 

The k value is a field test, and typically is conducted for airfield 
pavements rather than highway pavements, and is limited strictly to design of 
rigid pavements. The use of this test for highways is traditionally 
developed from correlations with CBR or Hveem through limited field tests on 
different soils, and design curves for rigid pavements can be found in the 
AASHTO design guide and will be discussed in Block 4. 

5.4 Triaxial 

The failure envelops from the triaxial test shown earlier in Figure 
2-1.13 represent levels of material quality. The lower curves indicate 
weaker materials which could not sustain as high a load as the others. As 
confining pressure is increased, the roadbed soils will increase in 
load-carrying capacity in the triaxial mode of testing providing the upward 
slope to the curves. The design principle with the triaxial test is exactly 
the same as for CBR with the weaker materials requiring more pavement 
thickness to protect the roadbed. The Texas triaxial design chart is shown 
in Figure 2-1.14 with various classifications of material quality indicated. 

6.0 CORRELATION CONSIDERATIONS FOR MODULUS OF RESILIENCE 

With the introduction of the resilient modulus value into the AASHTO 
design process it will become necessary for all states to conduct appropriate 
testing to develop resilient modulus values for the soils in their state. It 
is realized that not all states will have the necessary equipment to develop 
the MR data required for immediate use in design projects. Therefore, some 
generaf correlat10ns will have to be used to relate these common tests to the 
resilient modulus of the roadbed soils before SJ?ecific data are developed for 
the state. These correlations will be discussed m Module 2-2. 

6.1 California Bearing Ratio 

The MR values for soils must be developed to take full advantage of 
the AASHTO guide as well as the mechanistic procedures which rely solely on 
the resilient modulus. In the same manner that the old Soil Support Value 
was related to different soil tests, until these precise correlations are 
developed some standard correlations can be used. 

An accepted approximate correlation is: 

MR=B*CBR 

For soils with a CBR equal to or less than 10 the value of B is 1500 
although the value may vary from 750 to 3000. 
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Figure 2-1.16. California Gravel Equivalents of Structural Layers in Feet. 

ASPHALT CONCRETE Cement-treated 
Base 

Traffic Index (TI) Aggre-
5 BTB Class Aggre- gate 

and 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.5 I 1.5 12.5 13.5 and gate Sub-
below 6.0 7.0 8.0 9.0 10.0 11.0 12.0 13.0 14.0 LTB A B Base base 

Actual 
Thickness 
of Layer 

Gravel Equivalent Factor (G1) G1 G1 G1 c, 
(ft) 2.50 2.32 2.14 2.01 1.89 1.79 I. 71 1.64 1.57 1.52 1.2 1. 7 l.2 I.I 1.0 

0.10 0.25 0.23 0.21 0.20 0.19 0.18 0.17 0.16 0. 16 0.15 0. 12 
0.15 0.38 0.35 0.32 0.30 0.28 0.27 0.26 0.25 0.24 0.23 0.18 
0.20 0.50 0.46 0.43 0.40 0.38 0.36 0.34 0.33 0.31 0.30 0.24 
0.25 0.63 0.58 0.54 0.50 0.47 0.45 0.43 0.41 0.39 0.38 0.30 
0.30 0.75 0.70 0.64 0.60 0.57 0.54 0.51 0.49 0.47 0.46 0.36 

0.35 0.88 0.81 0.75 0.70 0.66 0.63 0.60 0.57 0.55 0.53 0.42 - - 0.39 0.35 
0.40 1.00 0.93 0.86 0.80 0. 76 0.72 0.68 0.66 0.63 0.61 0.48 - - 0.44 0.40 
0.45 1.04 0.96 0.90 0.85 0.81 0. 77 0. 74 0. 71 0.68 0.54 0. 77 0.54 0.50 0.45 
0.50 1.16 1.07 I.OJ 0.95 0.90 0.86 0.82 0. 79 0. 76 0.60 0.85 0.60 0.55 0.50 

Vl 
0.55 1.18 I.II 1.04 0.98 0.94 0.90 0.86 0.84 0.66 0.94 0.66 0.61 0.55 

--i 0.60 1.21 1.13 1.07 1.03 0.98 0.94 0.91 0.72 1.02 0.72 0.66 0.60 
0.65 1.31 1.23 1.16 I. 11 1.07 1.02 0.99 0.78 1.11 0. 78 0. 72 0.65 
0. 70 1.32 1.25 1.20 1.15 I.IO 1.06 0.84 I. 19 0.84 0. 77 0. 70 
0.75 1.34 1.28 1.23 1.18 1.14 0.90 1.28 0.90 0.83 0.75 
0.80 1.43 1.37 I. 31 1.26 1.22 0.96 1.36 0.96 0.88 0.80 

0.85 1.52 1.45 1.39 1.33 1.29 1.02 l.45 1.02 0.94 0.85 
0.90 1.54 1.48 1.41 I.37 1.08 1.53 1.08 0.99 0.90 
0.95 1.56 l.49 1.44 1.14 1.62 1.14 1.05 0.95 
1.00 1.64 1.57 1.52 1.20 l. 70 1.20 I.IO 1.00 
1.05 l.65 l.60 1.26 I. 79 1.26 1.16 1.05 

Notes: 

BTB is bituminous-treated base. 
L TB is lime-treated base. 
For the design of road-mixed asphalt surfacing, use 0.8 of the gravel equivalent factors (G1) shown above the asphalt concrete. 

Gf = 0.0032 (TI) (100-R) 

TI= Traffic Index 



6.2 RValue 

The relation for Hveem resistance is: 

MR= A+ B (R-Value) 

For R-values equal to or less than 20 the recommended A-value is 1000 
and the B value is 555. A may vary from 772 to 1155 while B varies over the 
range of 369 to 555 (1). 

Figure 2-1.17 contains some commonly accepted correlations between 
other tests and the resilient modulus. It is expected that each state will 
develop individualized correlations specifically for their materials such as 
that done in Ohio which is shown in Figure 2-1.18. 

7.0 EXAMPLE PROBLEMS 

7.1 Soil Classification 

Classify the following soils by the AASHTO classification procedure: 

Percent passing 
#10 #40 

A- 37.1 21.1 
B - 100.0 96.3 

Solutions: 

#200 
8.6 
75.6 

Sample A - A- la 
Sample B - A-6 

7.2 CBR Calculation 

Plasticity 
LL PI 
12.3 NP 
33.7 8.9 

Calculate the CBR for this roadbed soil from the following data. 

Penetration, inches 
0.025 
0.05 
0.10 
0.2 
0.3 
0.4 
0.5 

Solution: 

Load. Pounds 
112 
200 
300 
380 
435 
460 
470 

The CBR for this soil is (300/3000)* 100 = 10 

7 .3 Triaxial Test 

Plot the Mohr circle data and determine the Angle of internal friction, 
and cohesion for this soil. 

Confining stress (CT31-.n.fil 
0 
15 

Vertical Stress at Failure (CT11-.n.fil 
30 
75 
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Solution: 
The Cohesion is approximately 9 psi, and the angle of internal 

friction is approximately 30 degrees. 

7.4 Correlations 
Find the value in Column A, given the value in Column B. 

Solution: 

1 
2 
3 
4 

A B 
SSV M_R_ = 5,000 psi 
MR CBR =3.5 
MR SSV=5 
MR Group Index = 10 

The SSV for No. 1 is approximately 6.3. The MR for No. 2 is 
approximately 3,300 to 5250 psi depending on the formu1a or chart used. The 
MR for No. 3 is 6,300 psi. The MR for No. 4 is approximately 5,000 psi. 

8.0 SUMMARY 

This module presents the general physical and engineering properties of 
roadbed soils. Classification of soils is discussed to develop an 
understanding of the composition of a soil that can impact its performance in 
a pavement. 

Correlations have been presented that show relationships between the 
old strength tests and the newer deformation test, the resilient modulus, 
MR. The MR test is required for use in the AASHTO design guide to 
represent roadbed soil structural adequacy. The need for accurate 
characterization of the MR is demonstrated by the effect density, moisture, 
and environment have on-the MR value. 
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MODULE2-2 

RESILIENT MODULUS 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module presents the physical and engineering properties o! roadbed 
soils as determined by the resilient modulus test for the AASHTO Design 
Procedure. The test procedure is described in detail to provide an 
understanding of the complexity of the test procedures and equipment 
required. Test results are discussed as they relate to pavement design 
procedures in the AASHTO Procedure. Emphasis is placed on interpreting test 
results and correlating the more traditional test results with the resilient 
modulus data for fine-grained soils and granular materials. 

Upon completion of this module the participant will be able to 
accomplish the following: 

1. List the steps required to perform the resilient modulus test for 
fine-grained and coarse grained materials. 

2. Understand the concept behind resilient modulus testing and the 
importance of its inclusion in the AASHTO Design Guide and its 
relationship to Soil Support Value. 

3. Describe the differences in the role of a roadbed soil on the 
performance of a flexible and rigid pavement. 

4. Be able to correlate different tests and relate them to resilient 
modulus values. 

5. Calculate resilient modulus values for use in pavement design from 
laboratory data. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

The resilient modulus test was developed to provide a material property 
that more accurately describes the behavior of the soil or other paving 
material under the effect of a moving wheel. The response to a wheel load is 
a deformation of the pavement whether the wheel load is moving or 
stationary. The magnitude of the deformation, however, is very different 
depending on the speed of the wheel load. The total deformation of the 
pavement is a summation of the individual deformations of the individual 
pavement layers. Traditional design procedures have been developed around 
laboratory tests which were static, and which were merely strength comparison 
tests which merely rank materials for their suitability of use. Very seldom 
do the materials in an actual pavement receive loads which approach failure. 
The performance of materials is very different at low load levels compared to 
high load levels. 

Unlike the tests discussed in Module 2-1, which are static or slow, a 
moving wheel imparts a dynamic load pulse to all pavement layers and the 
subgrade as shown in Figure 2-2.1. The moving stress pulse builds from a low 
value when the wheel load is far from the point being investigated to a peak 
load over a time interval that is related to the speed of the vehicle. A 
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test procedure useful in pavement design should determine the properties of 
the paving material under the conditions that will actually be exeenenced in 
the field. This is the background for the development of the resilient 
modulus test for paving materials which will be discussed in this module. 

3.0 RESILIENT MODULUS TEST 

3.1 General 

The resilient modulus test as adopted by AASHTO (AASHTO T274-82) is a 
modification of the triaxial test discussed in Module 2-1. The resilient 
modulus test is not a strength test, and samples are not failed during 
performance of the test. A cylindrical sample of soil or granular base is 
confined in a triaxial cell as shown in Figure 2-2.2 which allows varying 
confining pressures to be applied to the sample to model in-place 
characteristics of the pavement. A suitable loading system is used to apply 
a repeated load pulse of a fixed magnitude and fixed time duration to the 
cylindrical soil sample. The deformation of the sample is recorded for 
analysis. 

3.2 Recorded Data 

3.2.1 Loads 

The load applied to the sample must be recorded for each test. The 
confining pressure can be recorded easily with a suitable pressure gage. The 
load applied to the sample must be momtored with an electronic load cell. 
Both values are required to calculate the stress parameters discussed in 
Module 2-1. For fine-grained roadbed soils, the deviator stress is the 
stress parameter which must be calculated, while the bulk stress is required 
for coarse-grained materials. The deviator stress is the numerical 
difference between the maximum vertical stress on the sample and the 
confining pressure. The bulk stress is the sum of the stresses and pressures 
on the sample. These are depicted in Figure 2-2.3. The equipment to record 
these values will be discussed in a subsequent section. 

3.2.2 Deformation 

The longitudinal deformation of the cylindrical sample is the response 
to the dynamic repeated loads, and is analogous to the deformation of tfie 
pavement layer under the dynamic wheel load. The general response to a 
dynamic load is shown in Figure 2-2.4. The response of the sample to a 
dynamic load is made up of several components as indicated in this figure. 
Each component provides for calculation of a param~tyf that can be used in 
design or performance prediction of the sample. Th~mponents are: 

1. Total Deformation - Total deformation under the load,Et· 

2. Resilient Deformation - Deformation recovered when the load 
is removed, Er 

3. Permanent Deformation - Deformation not recovered when the 
load is removed,Ep. 
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The deformations recorded for each test are converted to strains for 
use in the resilient modulus calculations. Strain is defined as the 
deformation resulting from a load divided by the original length of the 
specimen being deformed. For the cylindrical samples used in this test, the 
original length is the original height of the specimen. 

The use of these data will be described in detail in a later section of 
this module. 

3.3 Equipment 

The equipment setup recommended in the AASHTO Test Method is shown in 
Figure 2-2.5. The basic components include: 

1. Repetitive Loading device. 

2. Triaxial cell and pressure control. 

3. Electronics for data recording 

These pieces of equipment can be very sophisticated or they can be very 
simple depending on the data desired from the test and the materials being 
tested. 

3.3.1 Repetitive Load Device 

The repetitive loading device can be an air actuated piston assembly 
with electronic solenoid control, or it can be a sophisticated hydraulic 
servo motor MTS type arrangement with precise control on the shape of the 
load pulse being used. It is not known yet whether the stress pulse is 
significant in modulus determination. 

3.3.2 Pressure Control 

Because the test will be conducted at several confining J?ressures for 
granular materials, the pressure control must be capable of mamtaining a 
constant pressure on the sample. There are no specific requirements for this 
system. 

3.3.3 Data Recording 

The determination of a resilient modulus requires that the total axial 
deformation of the sample be recorded. Generally, this is done after a 
prescribed number of conditioning cycles. The equipment to record these 
deformations can be a simple digital meter such as a comparative peak reading 
voltmeter which holds the peak deformation for the load cycle and the low 
value after the load is released. More traditional devices are pen recorders 
which record the deformation during the entire load cycle for later analysis. 

The test procedure lends itself to analysis of permanent deformation as 
well as resilient modulus. The analysis of permanent deformation requires 
continuous monitoring of the deformations, with complete traces of specified 
load cycles during the life of the test, which may be for several hundred 
thousand load cycles. Use of microcomputers for data collection will make 
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this process easier in the future by minimizing the different pieces of 
equipment required. 

The deformations of the soil sample are measured by LVDT assemblies 
which clamp to the soil cylinder or loading ram as shown in Figure 2-2.6. An 
L VDT is essentially an electric coil which senses the position of a metal rod 
in the coil. As the soil sample deforms, the rod slides in the L VDT sending 
an electric signal to the amplifiers and recorders. Calibration of the 
voltage from the L VDT with known deflections is required to obtain the 
deformation of the sample. 

3.4 Resilient Modulus Test 

3.4.1 MR Calculation 

The deformation response to a load pulse was shown previously in Figure 
2-2.4. The resilient modulus is calculated using the resilient strain from 
the test. The resilient strain is the recoverable strain from any load 
cycle. The resilient modulus is defined as: 

where: 
o-D = Repeated deviator stress. 

er = Resilient (recoverable) axial strain. 

MR= Resilient modulus, psi. 

The resilient modulus is often termed the stiffness or elastic modulus 
of the soil. The test procedure for the resilient modulus determination is 
prescribed in AASHTO T274. The test procedure is designed to determine the 
"stress dependency" of the soil. For fine-grained cohesive soils, the 
resilient modulus decreases with increasing stress while granular materials 
will stiffen with increasing stress. 

3.4.2 Fine-Grained Soils 

Two basic stress dependent behavior models have been utilized for 
describing the stress softening behavior of fine-grained soils. One is the 
linear model, and the other is a semi-logarithmic presentation of the same 
date. While the arithmetic presentation of the data is most commonly used, 
different design programs may utilize one model or the other. The schematic 
variation of resilient modulus with deviator stresses is presented in Figure 
2-2.7. The arithmetic model is demonstrated for some actual soils in Figures 
2-2.8. The mathematical relationship for this stress dependency is: 

where: 

-K2 
MR =K1°n 

un= Deviator stress =u1 -~. psi 
01 = Major principal (vertical) stress, psi 
u3 = Confinmg pressure, for unconfined compression test,<:,= 0 

K1, K2 = Material constants 
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In this arithmetic model, the value of the resilient modulus at the 
breakpoint in the bilinear curve as indicated by ERi in Figure 2-2.7 is a 
good mdicator of a soil's resilient behavior. The slope values of K1 and 
K2 display less variability and influence pavement structural response to a 
smaller degree than ERi· Thompson and Robnett (99) have developed 
simplified procedures Ior estimating the resilient behavior of fine-grained 
soils based on soil classification, soil properties, and moisture contents. 

3.4.3 Coarse-Grained Soils 

The stress sensitivity of coarse-grained non-cohesive soils is opposite 
to that exhibited by the fine-grained roadbed materials. A typical res1hent 
modulus curve is shown in Figure 2-2.9 for a coarse grained soil. The 
resilient modulus increases as the stress conditions increase. The model for 
this behavior is: 

where: 
03 = Bulk stress, or summation of the principal stresses. 

K1, K2 = Material properties determined from the curve. 

3.5 Permanent Deformation using Resilient Modulus Test Data 

The test sequence for resilient modulus provides data with more 
applications than calculating the resilient modulus. Continual monitoring of 
the resilient modulus test over extended periods provides indications of the 
permanent deformation potential of the roadbed soil. Figure 2-2.10 shows the 
accumulation of permanent strain over one million load applications. Future 
mechanistic design procedures will use these relationships in their programs 
to predict the rutting in a flexible pavement. This testing will be required 
in the future. 

4.0 SOIL PROPERTY INFLUENCES 

The resilient modulus test is highly sensitive to soil properties and 
construction variables to a much greater extent than the strength tests 
discussed in Module 2-1. A significant benefit for the resilient modulus 
test is that it is a non destructive test that can be conducted on the same 
sample for several stress levels, minimizing preparation of different samples 
which may induce errors. The samples can be prepared to varying levels of 
moisture content and compaction allowing the test to model behavior of the 
roadbed soil in conditions which more closely model those which will be found 
in the actual pavement. 

4.1 Moisture 

Figure 2-2.11 shows the relationship between ERi for Illinois soils 
and saturation. The modulus of the soils decreases substantially when 
saturation increases, as would be expected. This points out the adjustments 
required to modulus when the pavement becomes saturated during certain 
periods of the year. Figure 2-2.8 showed the effect of varying the water 
content at time of compaction above and below optimum on resilient modulus, 
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indicating the control that should be exercised during construction. The 
impact of different resilient modulus values on thickness design will be 
shown more clearly in Blocks 3 and 4. 

Figure 2-2.12 shows a similar relationship developed for soils in 
Louisiana. These curves are for several different soils at different 
moisture contents. The trend is obvious, and points out the need to 
establish field conditions to be used in design and to control these field 
values very closely. 

4.2 Density 

The level of compaction also influences the resulting resilient modulus 
as shown previously in Figure 2-2.11. Here, the only difference is in the 
percent of compaction at the level of AASHTO-T99. A five percent difference 
can produce a drop in modulus of over 40 percent. This much variability in 
an actual pavement structure would cause concern in the design reliability. 
These items will be discussed in a later module. 

4.3 Environment 

The environment plays an important role in establishing the resilient 
modulus beyond the moisture influence. Temperature cycling can alter the 
modulus Freezing produces the changes shown in Figure 2-1.13 (,6). The 
stabilizing effect of lime on the environmental deterioration is also shown 
in this figure for the same soil. The decrease in modulus caused by even one 
freeze-thaw cycle can have a tremendous impact on the thickness design for 
that soil. 

4.4 Typical Values 

It is very difficult to assign typical values of resilient modulus to 
roadbed soils. This value is affected not only be constructionvariables, 
but also by soil type, fines, clay content, and size of fine particles. Each 
state must conduct research to validate any relationships for typical values 
which they will use in design. Figure 2-2.14 contains effective resilient 
modulus values for low-volume roads. The values vary with estimated drainage 
quality and climatic region. 

Recent studies by Thompson and Robnett developed relationships between 
the ERi at a deviator stress of 6 psi and the volumetric moisture content, 
w, (volume of water/volume of soil). They determined: 

1. For dry density less than 100 pcf. 
ERi = 27.06 - 0.526(w) 

2. For dry density greater than 100 pcf. 
ERi = 18.18 - 0.404(w) 

In these relationships the volumetric water content, w, is input in 
percentage form, and the resilient modulus at a repeated deviator stress of 6 
psi is calculated in ksi. These equations were developed from extensive 
testing of roadbed soils throughout the state of Illinois. 
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Relative Quality of Roadbed Soil 
U.S. 

Climatic 
Region Very Poor Poor Fair Good Very Good 

2,800" 3,700 5,000 6,800 9,500 

II 2,700 3,400 4,500 5,500 7,300 

Ill 2,700 3,000 4.000 4,400 5,700 

IV 3,200 4,100 5,600 7,900 11,700 

V 3,100 3,700 5,000 6,000 8,200 

VI 2,800 3,100 4,100 4,500 5,700 

*Effective Resilient Modulus in psi 

Figure 2-2.14. Effective Roadbed Soil Resilient Modulus Values, MR (psi), 
that may be Used in the Design of Flexible Pavements for 
Low-Volume Roads. Suggested Values Depend on the U.S. 
Climatic Region and the Relative Quality of the Roadbed Soil. 
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4.5 Permanent Deformation 

The same factors which affect the resilient modulus also affect the 
permanent deformation behavior of the soil. Figure 2-2.15 shows the 
influence of moisture on permanent deformation with a four percent increase 
above optimum leading to failure Figure 2-2.16 shows the influence of 
percent compaction on permanent deformation. Figure 2-2.17 shows the impact 
of load level or stress level on permanent deformation. The influence of 
moisture content is more pronounced for the permanent deformation than it is 
for resilient modulus, which may indicate a design consideration. 

5.0 RESILIENT MODULUS IN DESIGN 

5.1 Use in Design 

The resilient modulus of the roadbed soil is a direct input for 
mechanistic programs which use elastic layer theory as well as for the AASHTO 
Design Guide, 1986. The modulus of the roadbed soil exerts an extremely 
strong influence on the structural requirements of layers placed over the 
roadbed and hence the overall performance of the pavement. 

The new AASHTO design guide replaces the old Soil Support Value (S) 
with the resilient modulus (MR)· The MRvalue in the AASHTO design 
procedure is the average value Ior the roadbed soil. This average is the 
average of all tests along the route of the pavement, and points out the 
importance of testing samples at the density and moisture content they will 
develop in service. This average value is further adjusted in the design 
process for seasonal variability. The use of extreme conditions to represent 
minimum expected values must be judiciously avoided. 

5.1.1 Effective Roadbed Soil Resilient Modulus 

The AASHTO flexible pavement design procedure requires the input of an 
effective roadbed soil resilient modulus, which accounts for the combined 
effect of all seasonal modulus values. The computation of the effective 
modulus is described below. This method should be used only for estimating 
the modulus of soils under flexible pavements that are to be designed using 
serviceability criteria. 

Seasonal resilient modulus values must be determined to quantify the 
relative damage a pavement is subjected to during each season of the year and 
include this damage in the overall design. These values can be estimated in 
any of the following ways: 

1. Perform laboratory resilient modulus tests (AASHTO T274) on 
representative soil samples in stress and moisture conditions 
simulating those of the primary moisture seasons (i.e., those 
seasons during which a significantly different resilient modulus 
will be obtained). This will establish a laboratory relationship 
between resilient modulus and moisture content which can be used 
with estimates of in-situ moisture content of the soil beneath the 
slab during various seasons to generate resilient modulus values 
for those seasons. 
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An alternative is to back-calculate the resilient modulus for 
different seasons using deflections measured on in-service 
pavements. 

Estimate "normal" or summer resilient modulus values from known 
relationships between resilient modulus and known soil properties 
( e.g., clay content, plasticity index, etc.) and use empirical 
relationships to estimate seasonal variations (CMS). The spring 
thaw modulus is typically 10 to 20 percent of ''normal" or summer 
modulus. The frozen subgrade modulus is typically two orders of 
magnitude greater than the normal modulus. The "recovery" time 
for the modulus to increase from the thaw value to 80 percent of 
the normal value is typically 35 to 65 days. 

2. Separate the year into time intervals during which the different 
seasonal moduli are effective. All of the "seasons" must be 
definable in terms of the selected time interval. It is suggested 
that the one-half month should be the shortest time interval 
used. Figure 2-2.18 presents a chart for estimating effective 
roadbed soil resilient modulus that provides for entry of seasonal 
roadbed soil moduli at half-month intervals. 

3. The relative damage value (uf) corresponding to each seasonal 
modulus must be estimated using the vertical scale or 
corresponding equation shown at the right of Figure 2-2.18. For 
example, the relative damage corresponding to a roadbed soil 
resilient modulus of 4000 psi is 0.51. Each damage value is 
entered in the appropriate box adjacent to the corresponding 
resilient modulus. 

4. The relative damage values should all be added together and 
divided by the number of seasonal increments (in this case, 24) to 
determine the average relative damage. 

5. The effective roadbed s?il resilient modulus (~R) is estimated 
as the value correspondmg to the average relative damage on the 
MR - Uf scale. 

If the procedures described above cannot be accomplished, Figure 2-2.14 
and Figure 2-2.19 provide guidelines (intended for use on low-volume roads) 
for assigning effective roadbed soil resilient modulus values based on 
climate zone and relative quality of subgrade soil. 

6.0 CORRELATION CONSIDERATIONS FOR MODULUS OF RESILIENCE 

With the introduction of the resilient modulus value into the AASHTO 
design process it will become necessary for all states to conduct appropriate 
testing to develop resilient modulus values for the soils in their state. It 
is realized that not all states will have the necessary equipment to develop 
the MR data required for immediate use in design projects. Therefore, some 
generar correlations will have to be used before specific data are developed 
for the state. 
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6.1 California Bearing Ratio 

The MR values for soils must be developed to take full advantage of 
the AASHTO guide as well as the mechanistic procedures which rely solely on 
the resilient modulus. In the same manner that the old Soil Support Value 
was related to different soil tests, until these precise correlations are 
developed some standard correlations can be used. 

An accepted approximate correlation is: 

MR =B*CBR 

For soils with a CBR equal to or less than 10 the value of B is 1500 
although the value may vary from 750 to 3000. 

6.2 RValue 

The relation for Hveem resistance is: 

MR= A+B (R-Value) 

For R-values equal to or less than 20 the recommended A-value is 1000 
and the B value is 555. A may vary from 772 to 1155 while B varies over the 
range of 369 to 555 (1). 

Figure 2-2.20 contains some commonly accepted correlations between 
other tests and the resilient modulus. It is expected that each state will 
develop individualized correlations specifically for their materials such as 
that done in Ohio which is shown in Figure 2-2.21. Results assembled from 
several studies are shown in Figure 2-2.22. These correlations must be 
applied judicously as the resilient modulus is highly influenced by soil 
properties, and general correlations suffer from the inability to compensate 
for these property variations. 

7.0 SAMPLEPROBLEMS 

7.1 Calculate and plot the resilient modulus, MR,in Figure 2-2.23 and 
give the ERi for the soil from the given data. 

Deviator Stress. psi 
3 
5 
8 
15 

Solution, ERi is approximately 6,000 psi. 

Strain. in/in 
0.000231 
0.000833 
0.00167 
0.005 

7.2 · Figure 2-2.24 contains estimated resilient modulus values for reach of 
the 12 months. Calculate the effective roadbed resilient modulus which will 
be used in a design. 

90 



0 
a. 
a. 
:::, 
"' 
0 

Cl) 

-Cl) 

0 

-90 

-10 

- --so 

,...9 

1- 70 
-

... 
-8 

i-6Q 

-
-

-7 
-50 

... --~~ 
C: 

>-6--~ 
~ '-40 
~ ... a., 
.2 -
"' > -5--c.:; -30 

- -
,-.4 

t20 -
-3 

10 

... ... 

-2 
-0 

.... 

>-1 

® 

-90 

-
-80 

-
--70 

.... 

-60 

-
50 

... 
'2 
£ 
QjJ .,..40 
C: 
:2 
"' "'-~ 
a, 
2 -30 
"' > 
Q:;_ 

-20 

-
1- 10 

i-0 

© @ 

--100 
:: 90 

0.2 ::so 
-70 ... 
-60 ... ... so 
.... 
.... 40 -3.0 ... 
.,..30 

.... 

,_ 20 

-
.... 4,Q 

"' .,, 
>, "' -"'- _ 10 v u 
:::, :::9 "' c I- >( 

a., '-8 "' X: I- -~ -I I- 7 "' 0::: ... "' CD ... 5 >( 

(.) 
., 
I-... 

... 5 
-
--4 --s.o 
-
-3 

.... 

... 2 

... 
6.0 

-1 

,-.o 

.... 5 

>( 

a., 
"O 
C: .,. 10 
a. 
:::, 
0 

a 
,_ 15 

-20 

'--

I-

-
~\.--i'-
.,,- .... 
2 
:::, 

~I-

::i: 
-

-

.... 

-

40,000 

30,000 

20,000 

10,000 

900J 

SOC() 

7000 

60CO 

5000 

4000 

3000 

2000 

Figure 2-2. 20. Graph for Converting Soil Support Values. 

91 



a. 
en 

'o ,--t .,... =* e 
N c:: 

0 Ll"I CEl al " ~ 3 u . . . 
I \0 Ln 1./"1 

I . I ' 
..... Example: 

60 10 

so 

40 15 

30 20 

25 

20 30 

35 
l 

15 40 1 
1 

3-

4-

·-
c:; 
-

6_ 

i-

8. 

' 
9- 00~ 

c.. ~/ 

l ~ V 2-V 

/ 
V 

/ 
V V ,/ 

~ V 
V 

SOIL SUPPORT VALUE ( s) 

M ,-c O'\ 0:) \0 ~ M ,-c 0:) \0 M 0 co \0 ~ N . . . . . . . . . 
Ll"I Ln ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ M M M M N N N N 

I . I • . I 

V G. I. of 9 = CBR of 6 
(rounded off) f V ~ . = ssv of 4. 6 I 

= K of 15 o<>;-/ 
V V 

97 

100 

104 

110 

117 
126 
130 
135 

140 
145 

/ 

J\ / 

V 

'\,~ 
V V 

~~/ V ,. / 
~ V / 

/ 
V lt 

~ V 
V .~ 

't\.) 

/ 
,... '\ 

V I/ / 
V i/ 
~ 

..... ,.. 

efY 
V V 
V 

V 

150 
155 
160 
165 
170 
175 

/ 182 

190 

200 

215 

0 2 4 l 10 12 14 L A-4 1..j GR06P INDEX (G.I) 

16 18 " 0 

LA-~~ 
I-- A-7-: 

c:: 
0 

•,-f 
.µ 
() 
ttl 
a, 
~ 

QJ 
"O 

C'O 
~ 
0' 
.a 
:, 
en 

rn 
:, 

r-1 
~ 

"O 
0 
~ 

Q A.~SHTO Classes A-1, A-2 & A-3 lie below O. SSV-6-10; K=200+. 

+ Usual range of AASHTO Classes 

* 5-1/2 lb. hammer, 12" drop, 4 layers, 45 blows per layer, 
compacted at optimum moisture as determined by AASHTO T-99. 

Figure 2-2 .. n. Correlation of Subgrade Strengths, Ohio Soils. 

92 



Mr 
( ks i ) 

25 

20 

15 

10 

5 

Mr: 1&00+380R 

\ ,/ _,,,- .,,,,, 
_, ,-

NCH.RP No.128 

1 0 20 3 0 40 50 

R -Va I ue 

Figure 2-2.22. Laboratory Relationship Between Hveem R Value 
and Resilient Modulus. 

93 

60 



Figure 2-2.23. Graph Paper. 
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8.0 SUMMARY 

The resilient modulus, MR test has been described in detail to show 
the relationships between the old strength tests and this new deformation 
test. The MR test is required for use in the AASHTO design guide to 
represent roadbed soil structural adequacy. The need for accurate 
characterization of the MR is demonstrated by the effect density, moisture, 
and environment have on -the MR value. 
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MODULE2-3 

PAVING MATERIALS 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module presents the physical and engineering properties of the 
various layers of a pavement structure. Test procedures and typical results 
are presented and discussed as to how they relate to the design of a pavement 
and its performance. Special emphasis is ,elaced on developing structural 
layer coefficients from test results. The different requirements for a base 
course or subbase in flexible and rigid pavements are discussed. 

Upon completion of this module the participant will be able to 
accomplish the following: 

1. List the tests typically conducted on paving materials and 
describe the significance of the test result and its relationship 
to structural capacity of the material. 

2. Determine optimum material property conditions for placement of 
paving materials and describe the influence that variability in 
these conditions can have on pavement performance. 

3. Describe the different functions a base or subbase must perform in 
a flexible and rigid pavement. 

4. Develop structural layer coefficients for the paving materials 
used in flexible and rigid pavements and relate these specifically 
to resilient modulus values. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

The influence of material quality on the performance of a pavement 
structure has long been recognized. In the AASHO Road Test the quality of 
the material used in each layer was quantified with the structural layer 
coefficient, "a," used in the Interim Guide. The coefficients used by each 
agency have been validated through extensive testing and performance 
monitoring of constructed pavements. 

With the development of mechanistic design procedures the use of the 
resilient modulus, E, of each material gained importance. With the inclusion 
of E values as the material quality parameter in the 1986 AASHTO Design Guide 
the significance of material quality and testing is again an open question. 
Specific modulus values must be developed for all materials and suitable 
correlations established. 

This module will broaden the pavement designers' appreciation for the 
following basic material requirements: 

1. Suitability for use in construction. 

2. Design input requirements. 
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3. Composition and the relation to quality. 

The materials to be discussed include portland cement concrete, asphalt 
concrete, and granular base materials, both stabilized and unstabilized. 

3.0 PORTLAND CEMENT CONCRETE 

3.1 Composition 

Concrete is a composite material composed of a coarse graded granular 
material embedded in a hard matrix of material ( cement mortar) that fills the 
space between the particles and glues them together. The aggregates are 
typically obtained from local sources and must m~et strict quality and 
gradation specifications. The cement binder is a specially manufactured 
material. Without going into detail, the process consists of heating a 
mixture of limestone, iron ore and clay to form clinkers which are finely 
ground with 5 percent gypsum to form the cement. The term portland is a 
trade name now commonly applied to normally available cements. There are 
eight recognized types of cements: 

1. Type I - Normal. 

2. Type Ia -Type I, Air entrained. 

3. Type II - Moderate heat of hydration, good str,ength gain, moderate 
sulfate resistance. 

4. Type Ila -Type II, Air entrained. 
' 

5. Type III -High Early Strength. 

6. Type Illa - High Early Strength, air entrained. 

7. Type IV - Lo'w Heat of Hydration - Low Strength Gain. 

8. Type V - Sulfate Resistant. 

Of these, Types I, Ia, III, and Illa are commonly available. Type II 
is prevalent in tqe Western United States. The remaining types are specialty 
cements requiring special orders. 

The quality of a concrete is principally a function of the volumetric 
composition of the cement, aggregate, water, and air. The most common value 
related to concrete quality is the water/cement ratio and entrained air 
content. The ultimate strength can also be altered by changing aggregate 
size, using special additives, or by altering the curing conditions. 

3.2 Admixtures 

The most common admixture is used to ensure air entraining. These 
admixtures ensure a pore structure with microscopic air bubbles. The air is 
necessary to provide freeze-thaw durability in the hardened concrete. 

The next most common group of admixtures includes chemical admixtures 
which function as water reducers, accelerators, retarders, and combinations. 
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Water reducers produce high slump at low water/cement ratios which provides 
good workability with high strength. The newest group of water reducing 
admixtures are termed "superplasticizers" and they provide for water 
reductions of 15 to 30 percent. Set accelerators and retarders alter the 
rate of strength gain during curing. Retarding the initial set may be 
desirable in very hot climates while acceleratmg it is desirable in very 
cold areas or where early opening of the concrete pavement to traffic is 
desired. 

Admixtures should not be used unless approved. Additionally, mixes 
with multiple admixtures must be fully tested to ensure design strengths are 
being met and that the admixtures are compatible with each other and the 
cement. 

3.3 Curing 

An adequate supply of moisture, a sufficiently high temperature, and an 
appropriate period of time at that temperature level are required to ensure 
that the design strength is attained in the pavement. 

The cement will not hydrate (gain strength) when the level of moisture 
drops below a certain value. This relationship is shown in Figure 2-3.1 
which shows that the longer the concrete has access to moisture after 
placement the higher the strength. Proper application of the curing compound 
ensures moisture remains in the concrete rather than evaporating. Also shown 
on this figure is the effect of time on the strength. Not only must 
sufficient time be provided but the temperature during curing must be high 
enough to provide for strength gain. The temperature influence is shown in 
Figure 2-3.2. It will generally take longer to gain a specific strength when 
the temperature is lower. 

3.4 Testing 

The tests normally run on cured concrete can be grouped into the 
following categories: 

1. Quality control and mix design. 
Compressive strength. 
Diametral tensile strength. 
Slump. 
Consistency. 
Air content. 

2. Design. 
Structural strength (Modulus of Rupture). 

3. Mechanistic/Empirical. 
Modulus of Elasticity and Poisson's Ratio. 
Coefficient of Thermal Expansion. 
Fatigue Constants. 

These test values are interrelated and conversions exist to allow 
different test values to be approximated. 
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Figure 2-3. 2. 
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3.4.1 Compressive Strength 

The compressive strength of concrete is considered a universal measure 
of concrete quality and durability. That is, a high compressive strength is 
an indicator of high quality concrete. The concrete compressive strength is 
a function of aggregate size, aggregate type, coarse aggregate shape, cement 
composition and additives incorporated in concrete as well as the 
compositional factors mentioned. 

The modulus of rupture (fr), tensile strength (ft') and the modulus of 
elasticity (Ee) can be related to compressive strength by the following 
empirical relationships: 

where: 

fr= 0.60 (w x r c)l/2 

rt= 1/3 (wx r c)l/2 

Ee= 33 w3/2(r c)l/2 

w = unit weight of concrete, pcf 

r c = compressive strength, psi. 

Strength is related to a combined effect of time and temperature which 
can be defined as maturity. Concrete maturity is a summation of the 
integrals of time-temperature of the concrete above a selected datum 
temperature. The datum temperature for maturity may be defined as the curing 
temperature at which the strength of the concrete remains constant regardless 
of age. Therefore, the maturity is calculated as the time of curing, in 
hours, multiplied by the temperature, in degrees, above the datum 
temJ;>erature. Experimental data indicates that the datum temperature equals 
11 F(-11 °C). 

3.4.2 Tensile Strength 

Tensile strength is not normally measured directly. A flexure or 
indirect tension test is normally conducted. The indirect (splitting) 
tensile test is most often used to determine tensile strength of concrete. 
The modulus of elasticity can be determined from these tensile tests. The 
indirect tensile strength is given by: 

rt =2P/1rDt 

where: 
rt = Indirect tensile strength, psi 

P = Applied load, pounds 

D = Diameter, inches 

t = Thickness, inches 
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The indirect tensile strength and unconfined compressive strength have been 
correlated. It has been shown that for concrete pavement design purposes, 
the tensile strength can be taken as 0.40 to 0.50 fr, where fr is the modulus 
of rupture. 

3.4.3 Modulus of Rupture (Flexure Strength) 

For pavement design purposes, the allowable stress in a rigid pavement 
is calculated using the modulus of rupture, which is the extreme fiber stress 
under breaking load. The modulus of rupture is given by a flexural equation: 

where: 
fr= Mc/I 

fr = Modulus of rupture, psi 

M = Bending moment at breaking load, lb-in 

c = One half beam depth, inches 

I = Moment of inertia, inches4 

The test is conducted on a beam in third point loading shown in Figure 
2-3.3. The modulus of rupture determined by any other configuration will not 
be the same as that from the third point loading and suitable correlations 
must be developed if another test is to be used. Such a correlation would be 
the relationship betw'een modulus of rupture and indirect tensile strength. 

The AASHTO Design Guide, 1986, now requires that the average modulus of 
rupture be used, not the old "working stress" that was commonly used. 

3.4.4 Modulus of Elasticity 

The rigidity of the pavement slab and its ability to distribute loads 
is represented by its modulus of elasticity, Ee- As shown in Module 4-1, 
the rigid pavement deflections, curvature, stresses and strains are directly 
influenced by the modulus of elasticity of the concrete layers. The tensile 
stresses and strains developed in the concrete layer are also functions of 
the modulus of elasticity. 

In continuously reinforced concrete (CRC) pavements, the modulus of 
elasticity along with the coefficient of thermal expansion, as, and the 
shrinkage coefficient of concrete, ac, influence the state of stresses in 
the reinforcement. 

The modulus of elasticity will become more important as the mechanistic 
empirical design procedures gain in popularity. The elastic modulus of the 
concrete is a major input into the newer finite element programs for accurate 
stress and strain calculations. The modulus of elasticitv can be 
approximated from the modulus of rupture data as: ., 

fr = 43.S(E/106) + 488.5 

where: 
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fr= Modulus of rupture, psi. 

E = Modulus of elasticity of PCC, psi. 

3.4.5 Beam Flexural Fatigue Test 

Concrete fatigue properties are an important design input 
consideration. The interrelationship between the flexural stress and the 
number ofload repetitions is shown in Figure 2-3.4 and can be given by an 
equation of the form: 

where: 
Nf = Number of load repetitions to failure 

<T= applied flexural stress, psi 

fr = modulus of rupture, psi 

K 1 = material constant 

The test uses a re£eated flexural loading on beam specimens 15 inches 
(37.5 cm) long, 3 inches (7.5 cm) wide and 3 inches (7.5 cm) deep. Loading 
is generally applied at the rate of 1 to 2 pulses per second, with a load 
duration of 0.1 second. This third point loading configuration applies a 
constant bending moment over the middle third of the 15 inch long beam 
specimen. 

The extreme fiber stress in the beam is calculated and plotted against 
the number of loads at that stress which produce failure, as shown in Figure 
2-3.4. In these tests, it is generally recognized that concrete will not 
fail in fatigue when the ratio of applied stress to modulus of rupture is 
below approximately 0.5, although no real limit has been shown up to 10-20 
million loadings (~, 5_). 

3.5 Fatigue Models 

Factors which affect the modulus of rupture will also alter the fatigue 
life. This relationship has been used to relate field performance to 
laboratory data to develop design curves for rigid pavements shown in Figure 
2-3.5. Each curve is design procedure specific and have been developed 
entirely differently and separate from one another. Different curves must 
not be used in the different procedures as the results will not be 
predictable. 

3.5.1 PCAModel 

The PCA design curve can be described with the equation: 

log Nf = 11.78 - 12.11(17'fr) for 0.5 < r1Ir) < 1 

log Nf > 5.725 
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where: 
N = Number of load applications to failure 

= Applied stress, psi 

= flexural strength (modulus of rupture) at 90 days 

Upon examining Figure 2-3.5 it is seen that this model may be over 
conservative as most of the data points fall above the design line. The 
limiting design value of 0.5 is not substantiated by laboratory data. 

3.5.2 Zero Maintenance Fatigue Model 

In the development of a "Zero-Maintenance" design procedure for plain 
jointed concrete pavements, the following equation was developed to provide 
for a 24 percent failure rate. 

log Nf = 17.61 - 17.61 (a/fr) 

Where the variables are as previously defined. 

3.5.3 AASHTO/ARE Fatigue Model 

In this model, all AASHO Road Test (8) slabs developing class 3 and 4 
cracking were analyzed with elastic layer theory to calculate mid-slab 
stresses. The equation is: 

Nf = 23,440 (f/q)3·21 (R-squared = 0.83) 

Where the variables are as previously defined. 

Possibly because voids, partial contact, curling, and other factors 
which increase the actual stresses, the design equation under-predicts at low 
stress ratios, and over-predicts life at higher ratms. 

3.5.4 AASHTONesic Distress Model 

Vesic and Saxena (1) analyzed the AASHTO Road Test data (2), and 
developed another fatigue design equation: 

Log Nf = 225,000 (f/a)4 

Where the variables are as previously defined. 

This analysis used Westergaard Plate Theory and the tensile stress 
caused by the average placement of the wheel load. Failure was defined as 
the number of loadings to produce a terminal serviceability of 2.5. Because 
of these differences, the two AASHTO based equations are not comparable. 
Further, they should be used with great care when using stresses calculated 
from other analytical programs. 
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3.6 Expansion and Contraction Properties 

The expansion and contraction of concrete due to climatic effects, are 
functions of the thermal properties of concrete. Mechanistic procedures 
which calculate temperature gradients require Thermal conductivity, K, 
Thermal diffusivity, () , Specific heat, C, and the Coefficient of thermal 
expansion or contraction, ct. 

The temperature gradient across the depth of the slab is usgd with the 
coefficient of thermal expansion, which ranges between 3 to 8 x 10 per 
degree F. The movement produces curling in the slab which can increase 
stresses under load and which must be accounted for in the design process. 

Concrete shrinkage is related to the water content of the mixture, as 
well as the general mixture parameters and cement type. The placement of 
concrete at high temperatures requires more water resulting in more 
shrinkage. The curing conditions, such as relative humidity, temperature and 
early concrete protection are also of great significance. 

Shrinkage of concrete is a time-dependent process that occurs over an 
extended period of time. The initial drying shrinkage might be assumed to 
occur as early as the second day after placement. Prior to this time, 
plastic shrinkage has taken place. A s1~nificant portion of the drying 
shrinkage normally occurs within the fust two weeks of plicement. The 
ultimate amount of shrinkage is typically 415 to 1070 x 10- in./in. Given 
a long enough slab, this shrinkage can crack the concrete, which is a reason 
for reinforcing steel in CRC pavements. 

4.0 CHARACTERISTICS OF ASPHALTIC CONCRETE MATERIAL 

4.1 Composition 

Asphaltic concrete is a composite material composed of a carefully 
graded aggregate embedded in a matrix of asphalt cement that fills part of 
the space between the aggregate particles and binds them together. Asphalt 
cement remains flexible and provides structural integrity through its 
waterproofing and coating of the aggregate and its cohesive properties. 
Because asphalt cement is semi-solid at normal pavement temperatures, the 
quality and gradation of the aggregate are much more important to the 
performance of asphaltic concrete than for portland cement concrete. 

The asphaltic concrete mixture must have a precise amount of asphalt 
cement to provide the necessary air voids in the mixture. Further, the 
mixture must be constructed to meet tight specifications on density while 
maintaining the desired air voids. Density and air void variability can have 
a significant impact on performance. A pavement may be classified as 
"failed" even though only the asphalt concrete has deteriorated because of a 
poor quality mixture. 

4.2 Asphalt Cements 

Unlike portland cement, different types of asphalt cement are not 
produced. Different grades are produced based on the fluidity as measured by 
the viscosity of the material. The current grades and their viscosity ranges 
are shown in Table 2-3.1. 
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Table 2-3 .1. Viscosity Grading for Asphalt Cements. 

~t D 3381 

TABLE 1 Requirements for Asphalt Cement, Viscosity Graded at 140°F (60°C) 
NOTE-Grading based on original asphalt. 

Test 
Viscosity Grade 

AC-2.5 AC-5 AC-10 AC-20 AC-40 

Viscosity, 140°F (60°C), p 250 ± 50 500 ± 100 1000 ± 200 2000 ± 400 4000 ± 800 
Viscosity, 275°F (l35°C), min, cSt 80 110 150 210 300 
Penetration, 77°F (25°C), 100 g, 5 s, min 200 120 70 40 20 
Flash point, Cleveland open cup, min, °F ( 0 C) 325(163) 350 (177) 425 (219) 450 (232) 450 (232) 
Solubility in trichloroethylene, min, % 99.0 99.0 99.0 99.0 99.0 
Tests on residue from thin-film oven test: 

Viscosity, 140°F (60°C), max, P 1250 2500 5000 IO 000 20 000 
Ductility, 77°F (25°C), 5 cm/min, min. cm 100" 100 50 20 IO 

A If ductility is less than 100, material will be accepted if ductility at 60°F (15.5°C) is 100 minimum at a pull rate of 5 cm/ 
min. 

TABLE 2 Requirements for Asphalt Cement Viscosity Graded at l40°F (60°C) 

Non--Grading based on original asphalt. 

Viscosity Grade 
Test 

AC-2.5 AC-5 AC-10 AC-20 

Viscosity, 140°F (60°C), p 250 ± 50 500 ± 100 1000 ± 200 2000 ± 400 
Viscosity, 275°F (135°C), min, cSt 125 175 250 300 
Penetration, 77°F (25°C), 100 g. 5 s, min 220 140 80 60 
Flash point, Cleveland open cup, min, °F ( 0 C) 325 (163) 350 (177) 425 (219) 450 (232) 
Solubility in trichloroethylene, min, % 99.0 99.0 99.0 99.0 
Tests on residue from thin-film oven test: 

Viscosity. 140°F (60°C), max, P 1250 2500 5000 IO 000 
Ductility 77°F (25°C), 5 cm/min, min, c_m 100" 100 75 50 

AC-40 

4000 ± 800 
400 
40 
450 (232) 
99.0 

20 000 
25 

A If ductility is less than 100, material will be accepted if ductility at 60°F (15.~ 0 C) is 100 minimum at a pull rate of 5 cm/ 
min. 

TABLE 3 Requirements for Asphalt Cement Viscosity Graded at l40°F (60°C) 

Non-Grading based on residue from rolling thin-film oven test. 

Tests on Residue from Rolling 
Viscosity Grade 

Thin-Film Oven Tesl:A_ AR-1000 AR-2000 AR-4000 AR-8000 

Viscosity, 140°F (60°C), P 1000 ± 250 2000 ± 500 4000 ± 1000 8000 ± 2000 
Viscosity, 275°F (135°C), min, cSt 140 200 275 400 
Penetration, 77°F (25°C), 100 g, 5 65 40 25 20 

s, min 
% of original penetration, 77°F 40 45 50 

(25°C), min 
Ductility, 77°F (25°C), 5 cm/min, IOO" [008 75 75 

min1cm 
Tests on original asphalt: 

~!~:.~t roint, Cleveland Open 400 (205) 425 (219) 440 (227) 450 (232) 
Cup, min, °F ( 0 C) 

Solubility in trichloroethylene, 99.0 99.0 99.0 99.0 
min,% 

A Thin-film oven test may be used but the rolling thin-film oven test shall be the referee method. 

AR-16000 

16000 ± 4000 
550 
20 

52 

75 

460 (238) 

99.0 

8 If ductility is less than 100, material will be accepted if ductility at 60°F ( I 5.5°C) is 100 minimum al a pull rate of 5 cm/ 
min. 
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Grading viscosities are all measured at 60 °c (140 °F) on the 
asphalt cement coming directly out of the refinery for the AC grades and on 
the residue from the Thin Film Oven for the AR grades. The grade selected 
for use in any area should be determined by the environment. When the 
average temperature in an area is cold, lower viscosity grades should be 
chosen to resist low temperature cracking. Likewise, in warm climates a 
stiffer viscosity grade should be used to resist rutting. Experience will 
indicate which grade is best suited for a particular area. Grade selection 
is important in pavement design because it alters the stiffness of the 
asphaltic concrete which is a very important design parameter in both the 
mechanistic and the 1986 AASHTO Design Guide. 

4.3 Aggregate 

The coarse aggregate in all asphaltic concrete should be crushed 
material. The fine aggregate may be natural sands if desired, but several 

' agencies have found it necessary to require at least some manufactured sand 
size material in mixes subjected to very heavy traffic. The use of these 

, manufactured sands can produce construction problems, but the stiffer mix 
that results can be beneficial to the overall design. 

The gradation should follow the straight line on the 0.45 power 
gradation paper as shown in Figure 2-3.6. As indicated on the figure, the 
gradation used in the mixture should follow a smooth curve either above or 
below the line. The gradation should never lie directly on the line nor 
should it be allowed to criss-cross the line, particularly for sizes near the 
No. 40 sieve, since this can produce mixes with low resistance to deformation 
under load. 

4.4 Testing 

The tests normally run on compacted asphaltic concrete samples can be 
grouped into the following categories: 

1. Quality Control and Mix Design. 
Marshall Test. 

Stability 
Flow 
Air Voids 
Moisture susceptibility 

Hveem. 
Resistance 
Cohesiometer 
Air voids 
Moisture susceptibility 

2. Design. 
Resilient Modulus 

3. Mechanistic. 
Fatigue Constants 
Rutting Parameters 
Indirect Tensile Strength 
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4.3.1 Mix Design Testing 

The most common strength tests used in design to describe the 
engineering characteristics of asphalt concrete are: 

1. Marshall. 

2. Hveem. 

3. Triaxial. 

Marshall 

This test, which was initially developed by the Corps of Engineers for 
designing asphaltic concrete for airport pavements, has been adopted by a 
majority of highway departments. Mixture stability at 140 °F and the 
deformation under the maximum load (known as flow) are measured 
simultaneously. For the design of an asphaltic mixture for a given traffic 
condition, the initial development indicated that stabilities in excess of 
500 pounds would be sufficient. Subsequent evaluation has periodically 
increased the stability even though there was no indication in the initial 
data that increased stabilities would be beneficial. Many states developed 
their own supporting data for mix criteria modifications. 

In addition to the strength and deformation characteristics the air 
voids must fall within a narrow range of three to five percent. When these 
are satisfied, the final mix must be tested for resistance to moisture 
(stripping) by a suitable immersion test (ASTM D175). 

Hveem 

The Hveem test provides the relative stability, S-value, of asphaltic 
concrete mixtures. A load is applied to the top of a 4 x 2.5 inch specimen 
and the horizontal load developed in the fluid confining the sides of the 
specimen is measured. Measuring the frictional resistance of the mixture is 
carried out at 140 degrees F. Stability values in the range of 30 -37 
produce satisfactory mixes. 

Cohesiometer 

This test was developed to provide an indication of the tensile 
strength of as:phaltic mixtures. The same briquette tested in the 
Stabilometer 1s transferred to the Cohesiometer where the specimen is 
subjected to tension by bending it around a diameter of the base. The 
results are expressed on an arbitrary scale; a zero value indicates no 
tensile strength, and 700 compares to a very good bituminous mixture. Some 
agencies have dropped this test from their mix design procedure due to the 
lack of supporting data relating C to performance. 

Triaxial Test 

Triaxial tests using either open or closed systems have been used on 
bituminous mixtures. The open system is similar to that used on roadbed 
soils. In the closed triaxial system, as the applied vertical load 
increases, the external pressure on the fluid confining the specimen also 
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increases. In this test method one specimen can be used to develop an 
interrelation between vertical load, V, and confining pressure, <Tc- The 
results are then used to calculate the cohesion, C, and angle of internal 
friction, <t> of the mixture. 

4.3.2 Diametral Resilient Modulus 

The test procedure for determining the diametral modulus of resilience 
involves a repetitive loading test on disc-shaped specimens (typically 
Marshall sized specimens). The stress and strain distribution developed 
within the sample are identical to those developed in the indirect tensile 
test described earlier (10). A setup is shown in Figure 2-3.7. 

In this procedure a dynamic load is applied through a load cell across 
the vertical diameter of the specimen, which measures 4" (10.16 cm) in 
diameter and approximately 2.5'' (6.35 cm) in height. The specimen is secured 
in a sample collar and placed on its side beneath the load cell. Two Statham 
UC-3 transducers are attached to the collar and they are adjusted until the 
tips just touch the opposite sides of the sample. 

The vertical load produces deformation across the horizontal diameter 
of the specimen which is measured by the transducers. Horizontal movements 
and vibration effects are cancelled out by the additive coupling of the 
transducers. 

The compressive load is applied at a frequency of 8 to 10 Hz, 
corresponding to a vehicle speed of about 50 mph (80 kph), and is repeated 
every three seconds. This gives a load duration that can range from 0.1 to 
1.0 second repeated 20 times/minute. This range of loading tests the 
specimens within their elastic range with a rest interval between loads to 
allow substantial creep recovery. 

The magnitude of the repeated load and the total deformation are 
recorded during the test procedure, and the resilient modulus is calculated 
using the following formula: 

MR= P ( µ+ 0.2734)/6.t 

where: 
P = magnitude of dynamic load, pounds 

µ = Poisson's ratio 

A= total deformation, inches 

t = specimen thickness, inches 

Poisson's ratio is generally taken as 0.35. Dynamic load amplitudes of 
40, 50 and 60 pounds with a load duration of 0.1 second applied every three 
seconds are typical. The test is generally conducted at three temperatures, 
40, 70 and 100 degrees F to generate design values over the range of 
temperatures normally encountered for pavement design. The resilient modulus 
of asphaltic concrete is a temperature dependent parameter. Figure 2-3.8 
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shows the relationship between temperature and the resilient modulus of an 
asphaltic concrete mixture. This variation in modulus will have an impact on 
the design of the flexible pavement. This dependence shows the importance of 
including the seasonal temperature variation in the design process as the 
modulus of resilience is a major design factor for the asphalt concrete 
surface. 

The resilient modulus test can also be carried out on cylindrical, 
triaxial specimens. The testing procedures are similar to resilient modulus 
testing on soils where the modulus is defined at the ratio of axial deviator 
stress,crd, to the recoverable axial strain,~. 

Estimates of the resilient modulus can be obtained from other sources 
such as the Heukelom and Klomp nomograph procedures (12) or regression 
equations such as that in The Asphalt Institute Design procedure (13) can be 
used: 

LogE* = 5.55338 + 0.02883(P20oJt-0·17033) -0.03476(Vv) + 

0.070377(n 6)+0.000005[t (1.3+0,498251..og(f)pac 0·5] 
70 F,10 p O 5 11 

- 0.00189[tp (1.3+0.498251..og(f)(pac . /f . )] + 

0.931757(1/t-0•02774) 

where: 
E = dynamic modulus, psi 

P 200 = - #200 material 

f = Frequency, Hz 

V v = Air voids 

n70 F, 106 = Absolute viscosity at 70 F x 106 

Pac= Asphalt content by weight of mixture 

tp = Temperature, F. 

These two procedures, and others, require knowledge of specific asphalt 
cement properties and mix parameters, which may make them difficult to apply 
in the design process. 

4.3.3 Dynamic Stiffness Modulus 

The dynamic stiffness modulus of asphaltic concrete can be obtained 
from flexural fatigue tests. The flexural stiffness, E 0 , is calculated 
after 200 repetitions, and is given by: 

E0 = Pa (3L 2 - 4a2)/48~ 
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where: 
Eo = Fle>.7.Iral stiffness, psi 

P = Dynamic load, pounds 

a= (1- 4)/2 

L = Reaction span, inches 

I = Moment of inertia, in4 

Ll = Dynamic center deflection, inches 

f = Frequency 

Typical values of the dynamic stiffness modulus of asphaltic concrete at 
different frequencies are shown in Table 2-3.2. 

4.3.4 Indirect Tensile Strength 

The ultimate strength of asphaltic mixtures is typically expressed as 
the tensile strength of the mixture. The tensile strength is most easily 
determined in the indirect tensile test procedures on disc-shaped specimens 
with 4" (10.16 cm) diameter and approximately 2.5" (6.35 cm) height using the 
procedures mentioned earlier for concrete cylinders. 

For asphaltic concrete specimens the load is applied at a constant 
deformation rate of 2.0 inches per minute at a standard 72 F temperature. 
This mode of loading produces a horizontal tensile stress along the vertical 
axis as shown in Figure 2-3.9. There is also a static compressive load 
acting parallel to and along the vertical diameter. The testing equipment is 
the same as used for other indirect tests with the only difference being the 
addition of curved one-half inch wide steel strips for load distribution. 

For most engineering materials, the initial failure occurs by tensile 
splitting along the vertical diameter. The indirect tensile strength of 
material can be calculated from: 

t = 2P maxfrrDt 

where: 
P max = Maximum applied load, lb. 

D = Specimen diameter, in. 

t = Specimen thickness, in. 

This test may be supplemented with vertical measurements of the 
vertical deformation of the loading head and of the horizontal deformation 
resulting from the load. With these measurements of load and deformation the 
elastic properties of the mixture under this load may be calculated from the 
data shown in Figure 2-3.10 (15). This information, particularly the tensile 
strain at failure, is useful in analyzing the low temperature behavior of the 
asphaltic concrete. Mixes which are brittle at cold temperatures will fail 
with very low tensile strains. The tensile strength of mtxes at low 
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Table 2-3.2. Typical Asphalt Concrete Modulus Values. 

Load Frequency (Hz.) 
Temperature 

F f = 1 cps f=4 cps f = 16 cps 

40 * 16.0 18.0 mean 12.0 
range (6.0 - 18.0) (9.0 - 27.0) (10.0 - 30.0) 

70 mean 3.0 5.0 7.0 
range (2.0 - 6.0) (4.0- 9.0) (5.0 - 11.0) 

100 mean 0.07 1.0 1.6 
range (0.5 - 1.5) (0.7- 2.2) (1.0- 3.2) 

* Value of modulus x 106 psi. 
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temperatures is also a variable which helps explain performance in cold 
climates. Typical stress and strain values at low temperatures are shown in 
Figure 2-3.11 for several asphalt concrete specimens illustrating different 
low-temperature behavior ().6). 

Recent research results have indicated that fatigue coefficients can be 
calculated from the indirect tensile strength test data (11). This work by 
Maupin clearly shows that dense-graded asphaltic concrete mixtures with 
paving grade asphalt cements can be characterized for fatigue from the 
indirect tensile test by the following equations: 

CONSTANT STRAIN 

where: 
Nf = Number of loadings required to reduce the dynamic 

stiffness modulus by one-third 

e = Radial tensile strain in the asphalt concrete layer 

K2 = 10(7.92 - 0.0122 sit) 

n = 0.0374Sit -0.744 

Sit = Indirect tensile strength, psi 

CONSTANT STRESS 

where: 
Nf = Number of loads to collapse of the sample 

S = Applied radial stress in the asphalt concrete layer 

n = 11.6 - 0.000396Eit 

Eit = Stiffness at 3/4 of the failure strain 

Kl= exp(n[ln(l2.6Sit -558)]) 

Sit = Indirect tensile strength, psi 

The constant strain representation of fatigue data is most widely used 
for normal fatigue testing in conjunction with thin pavement sections. The 
constant stress test is useful for testing and designing for thicker 
surfacings, due to the stress/strain distributions. In the design process, 
the constant strain representation is most commonly used owing to the ease of 
testing as will be discussed in a subsequent section. 

Poisson's Ratio 

Poisson's ratio is defined as the ratio of the lateral strain to the 
axial strain. For most pavement materials, the sensitivity of Poisson's 
ratio to testing variables is relatively small. Poisson's ratio for asphalt 
concrete varies from 0.3 at low temperatures to 0.4 at high temperatures with 
0.35 being a good average value to use. 
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4.5 Fatigue Testing 

Fatigue cracking is one of two major load-associated failure modes for 
asphaltic pavements. This distress involves the progressive formation of 
cracks under repetitive loadings. As the number of loads increases, the 
crack propagates through the pavement layer, producing a crack in the 
pavement. Failure in fatigue is generally defined as the point when a given 
percent of the surface area becomes covered with the fatigue cracking. 

There are many different test methods for determining the fatigue 
properties of asphaltic mixtures in the laboratory. The most commonly 
accepted procedure called for in most rational methods uses third point 
loading on asphaltic concrete beams (2) as shown in Figure 2-3.12. Other 
testing methods use indirect tensile loading with repetitive loading, loading 
of beams resting on elastic (rubber) foundations, testing of diaphragms 
(slabs) resting on specific foundations, and testing of trapezoidal 
specimens. 

4.5.1 Flexural Fatigue Tests on Asphaltic Concrete Beams 

This procedure has been outlined in the VESYS User's Manual (3.) and 
many other rational design methods. It employs third point load testing on 3 
x 3 x 15 inch (7.62 x 7.62 x 38.1 cm) simply-supported asphaltic beams. The 
specimens are first brought to the required testing temperature. Then 
repeated loadings in the form of haversine loads at a frequency of two cycles 
per second was applied, with a load duration of 0.1 second and a rest period 
of 0.4 second between loads. 

The applied load is selected such that the extreme fiber stress will 
produce failure somewhere between 1,000 to 1,000,000 load cycles. The beam 
center point deflection and the applied dynamic load are measured after 
approximately 200 load repetitions and are used to calculate the extreme 
fiber strain from beam bending theory. The test is then continued at the 
constant load level until the sample is fractured. Eight to 12 tests are run 
for each temperature. Different loadings are used to vary the number of load 
cycles over the desired range for a good characterization. 

The data from the test is analyzed by plotting the initial strain 
against the number of cycles producing failure on log-log paper. Typical 
fatigue curves for several asphalt concretes samples are shown in Figure 
2-3.13 (18). The fatigue data are analyzed by determining the least squares 
equation for the straight line. The fitted relationship is of the form: 

Nf= K1(1/e)K2 

where: 
Nf = Number of load repetitions to failure 

e = Initial strain at 200th load repetition 

K1,K2 = Regression coefficients 

In Table 2-3.3, typical K1 and K2 values for different asphaltic concrete 
mixtures are presented. 
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Data 
Source 

Texas A&M 

Texas A&M 

Texas A&M 

Texas A&M 

,.,a;"""''" 
Pell 

Xonismith 

Britain 

California 

California 

California 

California 

California 

Gonzales 
Field 

Table 2-3. 3. 

Mixture 

Laboratory 
Standard 

Recycled 
California 
Valley 

Recycled 
California 
Valley 

Recycled 
Woodburn, 
Oregon 

Summary of Laboratory Fatigue Data 
Generated from other Sources 

Asphalt Test 
K1 Temp. 

AC-10 68°F 6.0 X 10-6 

Salvaged AC 
+ Recycling 68°F 2.5 X 10-6 
Agent C 

Salvaged AC 
10-5 + Recycling 68°F 5.2 X 

Agent B 

Salvaged AC 
10- 5 + Recycling 68°F 1.1 X 

Agent C 

K2 

2.864 

3.205 

2.682 

3.150 

Crushed Rock 8% 
Rock and 45 pen. 68°F 8.8 X 10-15 5.10 
Sand 

Granite 8% 
68°F 6.1 10-6 3.38 40-50 X pen 

Coarse 6% 
68°F 3.2 10-5 2.49 Granite 85-100 X pen 

Fine 6% 
68°F 8.9 10- 7 2.95 Granite 85-100 X pen 

Medium 6% 
68°F 2.9 10-6 2.83 Granite 85-100 X pen 

Medium 6% 68°F 1.1 10- 7 3.26 Granite 60-70 X pen 

Medium 6% G8°F LO 10-10 4.01 Granite 40-50 X pen 

Medium 6% 
68°F 1. 3 10-7 3.22 Granite 60-70 X pen 

Shale 6% 
68°F 2.1 10- 8 3.60 85-100 X pen 
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4.5.2 Fatigue Tests on Asphaltic Concrete Cores 

In this procedure Marshall sized specimens can be made in the 
laboratory or obtained from existing pavements by coring. In using field 
cores, specimens can be cut from field cylinders to the required 2.5 inches 
thickness to produce the desired plain strain condition in the test. The 
fatigue test set-ups are very similar to the method used for diametral 
modulus of resilience. The dynamic load is applied using a haversine 
function at a frequency of two cycles per second, with 0.1 second load 
duration and 0.4 second rest period. Different stress levels are selected to 
yield different numbers of fatigue lives (Nf)- The fatigue life value is 
?efined as_the total number of cycles at wfiich the sample is completely split 
mto two pieces or the number of cycles to produce a decrease in the 
resilient modulus of 50 percent. The data is presented in the same manner 
used for the beam fatigue tests. 

4.5.3 Fatigue Models for Flexible Pavements 

The fatigue cracking of asphaltic concrete has been studied by numerous 
investigators, both in the laboratory and from field performance data. The 
resulting test data all confirm the linear relationships shown previously. 
In this relation, Kl and K2 may or may not be temperature dependent, 
depending on whether or not the test data shows a temperature modulus 
dependence; the literature is about equally divided between temperature 
dependent and temperature independent fatigue equations. 

Laboratory determined fatigue relationships generally predict failure 
much sooner than is observed in field performance studies. To compensate for 
this discrepancy, a "shift factor" is normally applied to Kl with the 
justification that laboratory tests predict crack initiation. In a pavement, 
the cracks start at the bottom, take some time to reach the surface, and 
exist as a crack for some time before they have deteriorated to the point 
they are recognized as a distress crack (19). 

Most field performance models are based on the AASHTO Road Test data 
and use elastic layer theory to compute the radial tensile stress/strain at 
the bottom of the asphalt concrete layer. The actual traffic history is 
converted to equivalent 18 Kip axle loads using the AASHTO relationships, and 
a regression equation is developed between Nf and the critical strain. These 
analyses have assumed that average annual temperature conditions exist 
throughout the year so that the layer properties can be considered to be 
constant for the test duration. 

The AASHTO/ARE fatigue equation is given by: 

Nr= 9.73 X 10-15(eRr5.16 

This model was developed using linear elastic layer theory with two 
circular loads to represent the two-tire wheel. 'Pte lay~r !Iloduli were 
determined from laboratory tests on samples with confmmg pressure 
corresponding to that expected in a pavement structure but were assumed to be 
stress-mdependent in the regression analysis. 

There are two areas of concern in the development of this model: the 
critical strain used in the above equation is not the maximum strain, and t~e 
base/roadbed soil moduli are assumed to be stress-independent. The stram 
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used in the ARE equation is the strain parallel to the axle which causes 
longitudinal crack formation. However, the true maximum strain occurs 
perpendicular to the axle, producing transverse cracking. Both laboratory 
and field test data indicate that the moduli of granular materials and 
cohesive soils depend on the state of stress as was discussed previously. 

Majidzadeh and lives (19) developed a similar performance-related 
distress function from the AASHTO Road Test data using the same assumptions 
as were used by ARE, except that the base and roadbed soil moduli were 
assumed to be stress dependent. Gravity stresses resulting from the 
self-weight of layers were included in stress, and the maximum critical 
strain (in the direction perpendicular to the axle) was used in the 
regression equation. The resulting equation is: 

Nf = 7.56 x 10-12( eR)-4.68 

In the mechanistic/empirical design procedures, the radial strain in 
these equations is the strain calculated in a proposed pavement structure. 
The equation calculates the number of loads the proposed pavement section is 
capable of carrying. If the calculated number of loads exceeds the desired 
traffic loadings, the pavement is sufficient. If the pavement is not 
sufficient, thicknesses can be increased. 

4.6 Rutting Distress 

Rutting is the gradual accumulation of permanent deformation in the 
pavement layers. Rutting models include the Shell Model, VESYS Model, PD MAP 
Model, Monismith Model, DEVPA V, WATMODE, Herschek Model, and OSU Model. The 
VESYS and PD MAP Models are probabilistic models that use the statistical 
variation of material properties. The other models compute rut depth as the 
sum of permanent deformations in each pavement layer except for the SHELL 
Model which only examines the asphalt concrete layer. The rutting equation 
used in PD MAP is the AASHTO Road Test Data, and WATMODE utilizes Brampton and 
St. Anne Road Test results. All other models utilize permanent deformation 
properties of pavement materials determined from laboratory tests. The 
testmg required by the Monismith Model is somewhat more complicated in that 
repeated load triaxial tests are required. With the above mentioned 
differences, the models are all very similar in that all but VESYS and DEVP AV 
use elastic layer theory in analyzing stresses and strains in the roadway; 
DEVP AV utilizes a Finite Element Method (FEM) program developed in Ireland 
and VESYS uses elastic solutions altered with a superposition principle to 
provide viscoelastic solutions. 

The most common design model for roadbed soil rutting is based on an 
allowable roadbed soil strain limit, given by: 

Nf = 1.365 X 10-9(evr4.477 

where: 
Nf = Allowable number of load repetition 

ey = Maximum vertical strain at the top of roadbed soil, in/in 
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This procedure limits the vertical strain on the roadbed soil to a 
value that will not overstress the soil, but it does not provide any design 
for the upper pavement layers. Therefore, it is necessary that material 
specifications be closely controlled to insure minimal deformations. 

4.8 Thermal and Moisture Characteristics 

4.8.1 Low-Temperature Cracking 

The temperature related characteristics of asphaltic concrete pavements 
are not the same as for rigid concrete pavements. The asphalt concrete will 
not curl under daily temperature gradients. Rather, as the temperature drops 
during a day or during a season, the pavement contracts which builds up a 
thermal tensile stress in the asphalt concrete. This thermal stress is 
responsible for the transverse cracking seen in the Northern climates. This 
cracking can also develop in more temperate locations when a stiff asphalt 
cement is used. Numerous studies by McLeod (12) have addressed the problem 
in the Northern areas. Studies by Shahin (20), Carpenter (21, M) and Ruth 
(22) have documented the potential for problems to develop in the Southern 
states under daily temperature cycles. Asphalt concrete has a thermal 
coefficient of contraction that is much larger than portland cement concrete, 
and the stresses that develop are often sufficient to crack the asphalt 
co~rete. A typical contraction coefficient for asphalt concrete is 5 x 
10- in/in/F. Procedures exist for evaluating the potential for asphaltic 
concrete mixtures to develop low temperature cracking by calculating the 
limiting stiffness temperature (23). These references should be consulted if 
temperature cracking is expected in any area. 

4.8.2 Stripping 

Asphalt cement aggregate combinations all have varying sensitivity to 
the stripping phenomenon. Stripping is the separation of the asphalt film 
from the aggregate surface in the presence of moisture. This separation 
eliminates the bonding of the asphalt film which reduces the modulus, tensile 
strength, and load-carrying capacity of the mixture. A pavement design 
cannot be done with any degree of certainty if the quahty of the mixture is 
not satisfactory. Testing must be conducted to determine if any additives 
should be considered to reduce the potential for stripping to develop. 

The tests available include simple immersion tests, freeze thaw tests 
on specially prepared samples (24) and complicated vacuum saturation freeze 
thaw procedures designed specifically to model the development of stripping 
expected to develop in the field. This last procedure developed by Lottman 
can be used to determine the gradual decrease in load carrying capacity as 
determined from the diametral resilient modulus test. If the modulus 1s 
expected to decrease over the life of the pavement, the reduced modulus can 
be used if desired. 

There are additives which can be used if the testing indicates a 
potential for stripping. These additives are commonly an organic compound 
which alters the surface chemistry of the asphalt/aggregate combination to 
better resist the penetration of moisture into the interface. Lime can also 
be used as a filler that will increase the resistance to stripping (25). 
None of these additives should be used without laboratory testing with the 
materials to be used in the mixture. 
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4.9 Structural Layer Coefficients 

The structural layer coefficient for asphalt concrete was used in the 
Interim Design Guide to select asphalt concrete thicknesses. Figure 2-3.14 
shows the relationships for asphaftic concrete, various tests, and the layer 
coefficient. With the resilient modulus value being used more prevalently 
now, the relationship shown in Figure 2-3.15 can be used to relate modulus to 
coefficient. Different mixes will have different modulus values, and hence a 
different effectiveness in the design process. Every mix should be 
investigated to determine the relationship to be used in any particular 
state. 

5.0 CHARACTERISTICS OF BASE COURSE MATERIALS 

5.1 Base Course 

The characteristics of base and sub base materials vary depending upon 
whether these materials are unbound, such as granular bases, or bound 
materials, such as cement treated or asphalt treated materials. In this 
section the test properties of the granular materials influencing the design 
process are briefly reviewed for the different types of base materials which 
could be used in construction of different pavements. 

5.2 Soil Aggregate Mixtures 

The design parameters for soil-aggregate mixtures are strength, modulus 
of resilience, and permeability requirements. 

5.2.1 Strength 

The stability of a soil aggregate mixture depends upon the particle 
size distribution, relative density, internal friction, and cohesion. The 
granular base or subbase is designed for maximum stability and high internal 
friction. The particle size distribution and grain to grain contact provide 
the necessary shearing resistance. The strength of unbound base and subbase 
materials is most often presented by CBR, triaxial tests or R values. The 
CBR requirements for subbase and base course materials are presented in Table 
2-3.4. The test procedures used on base materials are the same as described 
earlier. 

In the design process, the CBR of granular base is related to the CBR 
values of the underlymg roadbed soils as given by: 

CBRbase = F x CBRroadbed soil 

The relationship between F and roadbed soil CBR is shown in Figure 2-3.16. 

5.2.2 Modulus of Resilience 

The modulus of resilience of the granular material is highly dependent 
on the state of stress. Just as the fine-grained cohesive soils of the 
roadbed were altered by stress, the modulus of granular base materials is 
stress sensitive but in the same manner as the coarse-srained roadbed soil. 
The typical resilient modulus data for granular bases 1s given by: 
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Table 2-3.4. CBR and Design Requirements for Base and Subbase 

Maximun Pennissible Values 

Max. 
Material Design 

CBR Size 

Subbase 50 3" 
Subbase 40 3" 
Subbase 30 3" 
Select Matls 20 3" 

Base Type 

Graded Crushed Aggregate 
Water-Bound Macadam 
Dry-Bound Macadam 

Gradation Requirements 
Percent Passing 

1110 11200 

50 15 
Bo 15 
100 15 

25 

Bituminousu intennediate and surface courses, 
central plant hot-mix 

Limerock 
Stabilized Aggregate 
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LL PI 

25 5 
25 5 
25 5 
35 12 

Design CBR 

100 
100 
100 
100 

80-100 
80 



LL 

0: 
0 
1-
(.) 
<( 
LL 

10 .------,-------r-----,------, 
9 
8 
7 

6 

4 

2 

e2 = F X CB R X 1 5 0 0 

✓F :;:2;8 

A.C. Modulus, ksi 

1,800 

600 

270 

150 

1 ._ _____ ,,__ ____ ...1,,.....;:-.....~----~----.... 
1 10 100 1000 

CBR 

Figure 2-3.16. Assumed Relationship Between 
Subgrade and Base Modulus. (..!.Q_) 

135 

10,000 



where: 
63 = confining pressure, psi ( often at +o-z+o-3 is used) 

Kl, K2 = regression constants 

A typical resilient modulus curve for a granular soil is shown in 
Figure 2-3.17. Typical confining pressure values range from low stress 
levels of 5 psi to high stress levels of 50 psi depending on the loading and 
layer thicknesses. This figure has the added feature of showing the effect 
of base contamination by soil fines which can reduce the modulus of the base, 
shortening the life of the pavement. Average material coefficients are: 
K1 = 9600 and Kz = 0.55. Using these coefficients, the modulus for the 
low stress condit10n is 23,265 psi, and 82550 psi for high stress levels. 

The modulus of the base is dependent on the support provided by the 
roadbed soil, and an average modulus can be selected using: 

Ebase = K x Eroadbed soil 

where K values are as follows: 

K 
3.5 - 4.8 
2.4- 2.7 
1.8-1.9 
1.6 - 1.8 
1.5- 1.7 

5.3 Cement-Treated Bases 

E (roadbed),psi 
3,000 
6,000 
12,000 
20,000 
30,000 

Cement-treated bases are used under both asphaltic concrete and rigid 
portland cement concrete pavements. The design of cement-treated bases are 
based on minimum strength requirements and resistance to freeze and thaw. 

The resistance to freeze and thaw is measured by the percent loss of 
the sample after subjecting the specimen to 12 cycles of freezing at 18 
degrees F and thawing for one day. The strength criterion is expressed as a 
minimum 7 day compressive strength, as shown in Figure 2-3.18. The 
compressive strength of cement-treated bases is influenced by the dust ratio, 
which is defined as a ratio of the percent passing Number 200 sieve to the 
percent passing Number 30 sieve. Such a relationship is shown in Figure 
2-3.19. 

5.3.1 Strength 

The unconfined compression test has been adopted by many agencies to 
ensure a durable cement-treated mixture. The minimum 7-day compressive 
strength for these mixes can be estimated using the nomograph illustrated in 
Figure 2-3.18 
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5.3.2 Modulus 

The modulus values for cement-treated bases are dependent upon the soil 
type, properties, and cement content. The modulus of these mixtures 1s 
independent of applied stress as these materials are linear elastic. The 
modulus of elasticity will, over time, increase due to the pozzolanic 
reaction. The modulus of elasticity of soil cement materials ranges from 
50,000 psi to 2,000,000 psi, while for cement-treated bases it ranges between 
1,000,000 and 3,000,000 psi. 

While these strengths can be determined from nomographs as shown, it is 
recommended that laboratory testing be conducted with the actual soils and 
additives to determine the average strength or modulus to be used in the 
design. 

5.4 Asphalt-Treated Bases 

Asphalt-treated bases have been extensively used in all pavement types 
(10). These materials are designed with consideration to increase structural 
strength, resistance to pumping, and to provide drainage capabilities. The 
principles underlying the design of these mixtures are the same as those 
underlying the design of asphaltic concrete. 

Asphalt-treated bases can also be constructed using emulsified 
asphalts. The modulus of resilience of these emulsion aggregate mixtures 
falls between granular and asphaltic concrete mixtures, ranging from 80,000 
to 500,000 psi. The following equation can be used as an estimate for the 
resilient modulus of these mixtures: 

ln(MRxl0-3) = 0.4Y+ 2.46(SF)- 0.015(Pen) - 1.13 

where: 
Y= Density, pound per cubic foot 

SF = Sand fraction, percent 

Pen= Asphalt penetration at 77°F 

For a mixture with 4 percent sand at 140 pounds/cubic foot density, the MR 
estimated by this equation is 200,000 psi. 

These asphalt-treated mixes used as base courses must be carefully 
evaluated for moisture resistance because they typically must function as a 
drainage layer and be continually exposed to moisture. 

5.5 Structural Layer Coefficients 

The strength tests, and modulus values must be converted to structural 
layer coefficients to be used in the AASHTO Design procedure. The modulus 
values can be used directly in the mechanistic empirical design procedures. 
The charts shown in Figure 2-3.20 and Figure 2-3.21 can be used to translate 
any test value for these granular materials into a structural layer 
coefficient. 
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5.5.1 Special Considerations for Rigid Pavements 
I 

The structural layer coefficients are used directly in the structural 
number concept for flexible pavements. In a rigid pavement design, there is 
no structural number calculation using the layer coefficients and 
thicknesses. The roadbed soil and subbase are combined into an effective 
support for the portland cement concrete slab termed a composite modulus of 
subgrade reaction, k. The resilient modulus of the roadbed soil and the 
resilient modulus of the subbase are required. The roadbed soil's resilient 
modulus can be determined as described in Module 2-2. The resilient modulus 
of the subbase can be determined from the nomographs presented in Figure 
2-3.20 and Figure 2-3.21 for a base material. The two modulus values can be 
converted into the composite modulus of subgrade reaction using Figure 
2-3.22. 

Because of the necessity of having resilient modulus for the granular 
sub base material, it is highly recommended that AASHTO T274 testing be 
implemented to develop accurate modulus values to go along with the material 
test values which may already be catalogued on the materials being used in 
the state. 

It must be recognized that the subbase under a rigid pavement must 
contain different properties than a sub base or base material for a flexible 
pavement. The sub base material must resist erosion which leads to a loss of 
support. Th.is loss of support is a critical element in the design procedure 
for rigid pavements. Subbase materials for rigid pavements must not contain 
fines which can be eroded. They should be free draining and/or stabilized to 
resist pumping and faulting. This requirement typically calls for the use of 
very different materials than have normally been used in the design of a 
flexible pavement, increasing the importance of havin~ accurate 
characterization of the resilient modulus of the matenal. 

6.0 EXAMPLE PROBLEMS 

6.1 Determine the load applications to failure in a PCC pavement if the 
modulus of rupture is 750 psi, and the tensile stress in the slab under load 
is 540 psi using the PCA curve. 

Answer: 100,000 loadings 

6.2 Calculate the tensile strength for a AC-20 asphalt concrete mixture if 
the load in the test is 2200 pounds. The sample has a diameter of 4 inches, 
and a thickness of 2.5 inches. 

Answer: 140 psi. 

6.3 Determine the allowable number of loadings using the AASHTQ/ARE fatigue 
equation for asphalt concrete if the radial strain at the bottom of the 
asphalt concrete is 0.0001 in/in. 

Answer: 4.25 x 106 loadings 

6.4 If a pavement is to carry 10 million loadings, what must the maximum 
vertical strain on top of the subgrade be? 

Answer: 0.000293 in/in 
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Figure 2-3. 22. Chart for estimating composite modulus of subgrade 
reaction, k00 , assuming a semi-infinite subgrade 
depth. (For practical purposes, a semi-infinite 
depth is considered to be greater than 10 feet be
low the surface of the subgrade.) 
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6.5 What modulus values would you use for asphalt concrete if you had 
the following structural layer coefficients? 

a. 0.44 
b. 0.22 
c. 0.46 

Answer: a. 450,000 psi 
b. 125,000 psi 
c. 500,000 psi 

6.6 What Marshall Stability would you expect with a structural layer 
coefficient of 0.4? 

Answer: 1700 

6.7 What layer coefficient and resilient modulus would you expect to have 
for a cement-treated base with a seven day compressive strength of 400 psi. 

Answer: coefficient = .15 
modulus = 600,000 psi 

6.8 For a subbase modulus of 10,000 psi, what layer coefficient would you 
expect to have. 

Answer: 0.08 

7.0 SUMMARY 

This module has presented a summary of the properties of pavement 
components that have an impact on pavement design and performance, including 
the selection of materials for construction use, design input requirements 
for each material, physical and engineering properties, and various response 
parameters. 

In concrete pavements, for design purposes, the allowable stress is 
calculated using the modulus of rupture, which is taken as the extreme fiber 
stress under breaking load. The rigidity of the pavement slab and its 
ability to distribute loads is represented by the concrete modulus of 
elasticity, Ee. Concrete pavement performance is directly influenced by this 
property which is a function of the compressive strength and varies with 
mixture variables, time and temperature. 

Pavement distress is affected by many factors, such as loads and 
stress, environmental conditions, material properties, construction and 
maintenance methods. Fatigue cracking is one of the two major 
traffic-associated failure distress modes for asphaltic pavements. Various 
test methods for fatigue were described. In the review of pavement distress 
manifestations, it was noted that distresses are related to governing 
parameters in a very complex way and that the mechanisms are not well 
understood. Predictive distress models have been developed, however, for 
both rigid and flexible pavements. 
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MODULE2-4 

DRAINAGE DESIGN 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module presents the principles of drainage and the influence of 
moisture on material performance. The interaction of moisture with materials 
is presented with sensitivity analyses to show the impact of this interaction 
on pavement performance and thickness design. An evaluation is presented 
which allows the engineer to determine whether drainage will improve the 
performance of a pavement or not. Design procedures are presented and the 
requirements for constructing an effective drainage system are discussed. 
The principles and reasons for incorporating subdrainage into the AASHTO 
Design Guide are presented. 

Upon completion of this module the participants will be able to 
accomplish the following: 

1. List the sources of moisture in a pavement and identify the 
influence of moisture on different materials by describing 
distresses which could result. 

2. Describe different drainage systems and the sources of moisture 
they are designed to remove. 

3. Identify material requirements needed to ensure adequate 
performance in the drainage installation. 

4 List the steps required in designing a subdrainage system and be 
able to use the subdrainage design manual to design the system. 

5. List the steps in the procedure to calculate drainability of the 
pavement system and select m for flexible pavements, or Cd and 
loss of support factors for rigid pavements. 

2.0 PAVEMENT DRAINAGE CONCEPTS 

2.1 Introduction 

Water can produce detrimental effects on a highway in several different 
ways. Most failures caused by ground water and seepage (1) can be classified 
into two categories: 

1. Those which take place when soil particles migrate to an escape 
exit, causing piping or erosional failures. 

2. Those which are caused by uncontrolled seepage patterns and lead 
to saturation, internal flooding, excessive uplift, or excessive 
seepage forces. 

Failures caused by surface infiltration generally result from continual 
exposure to moisture, and can be placed in two categories: 

1. Softening of foundation layers as they become saturated and remain 
saturated for prolonged periods of time. 
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2. Degradation of material quality from the interaction of an 
increased moisture content with the environment, stripping and 
D-Cracking. 

A given pavement can be stable at a given moisture content but become 
unstable if the soils become saturated. High water pressures can develop in 
saturated soils when subjected to dynamic loadings. Subsurface water can 
freeze, expand and exert forces of considerable magnitude on a given 
pavement. Water in motion can carry soil particles, causing any number of 
different problems, from clogging drains to eroding embankments. These 
circumstances must be recognized and accounted for in the design of a 
pavement. 

In the design of a highway, a major objective should be to keep the 
base, subbase, subgrade, and/or other specific paving materials from becoming 
saturated or even exposed to constant high moisture levels which may be below 
saturation. There are three approaches which should be considered for 
controlling or eliminating the problems caused by moisture: 

1. Seal the pavement properly and do not allow the water to enter the 
pavement layers. 

a. Use proper sealing materials and techniques for concrete slab 
joints and seal cracks in flexible pavements. 

b Design utilizing impervious membranes. 
c. Use impervious wearing surfaces, bases, sub bases, and 

imperv10us shoulders. 
d. Install interceptor drains to prevent moisture from entering 

a pavement section. 

2. Use materials that are moisture insensitive and will not 
contribute to moisture-related distress. 

a. Use stabilized materials for granular layers (lime, cement, 
bituminous). 

b. Select granular materials with low fines, and low plasticity 
which resist the effects of moisture better than dense-graded 
materials. 

3. Provide adequate drainage to effectively remove any moisture that 
may enter the pavement from the materials before damage can be 
initiated. 

a. Design a drainage system which permanently lowers the water 
table under a given pavement or adequately removes any 
infiltration which is seen to enter the pavement system. 

b. Use pervious bases and sub bases designed not only as 
structural components but also as dramage layers. Water 
which enters the pavement from above will drain in the 
horizontal direction from beneath the highway rather than 
continuing downward into the subgrade. 

c. Add drainage blankets beneath embankment sections. 
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It should be noted that the above solutions require adequate surface 
water drainage facilities. To accomplish the second concept above, a 
detailed understanding of material behavior as related to moisture must be 
developed. There are a number of new materials which have reduced 
susceptibility to moisture damage, which will be discussed in the following 
sections. However, when working with local materials within a given economic 
condition it is not always possible to justify the use of special materials. 
Additionally, good mamtenance practices to maintain an impermeable surface 
are not always obtained. Thus, it is always recommended that adequate 
drainage be provided if it can be demonstrated that drainage is required to 
maintain a high level of performance in the pavement. 

2.2 Moisture-Induced Pavement Distress 

Surface infiltration, high groundwater, capillary rise, and excess 
seepage water are pri.mary causes of pavement distress. M. oisture-related 
flexible pavement failures are characterized by excessive deflection, 
cracking, reduced load-bearing capacity, raveling, and disintegration. A 
simplified description of moisture related distress in flexible pavements are 
given in Figure 2-4.1 (14). Subgrade instability, pumping and the subsequent 
loss of support, as well as deterioration of concrete due to the "D" cracking 
phenomenon are common indicators of moisture-induced damage in rigid 
pavements. Distresses are presented in Figure 2-4.2 for rigid pavements 
(14). 

The influence of moisture on the load-carrying capacity of subgrades 
has long been recognized. The classical pavement design methods are based on 
a saturated subgrade strength and the resulting loss of support due to the 
excessive moisture. Pulsating pore pressures developed in a subgrade as a 
result of moving loads significantly mfluence the sub grade's load-carrying 
capacity. According to Cedergren (1), it is possible that a saturated 
subgrade might become supersaturated where the water holds the soil particles 
apart, resulting in a complete loss of soil strength. 

Studies of moisture-induced damage in flexible pavements (~) confirm 
that the strength and moduli of asphaltic concrete mixtures are adversely 
affected by the presence of moisture. Pavement structural evaluations 
conducted at the University of Illinois (.5.) using a circular test tract have 
similarly confirmed that wheel loads on flooded sections are many times more 
damaging than those on a dry pavement. 

Free water at the subgrade-pavement interface has been similarly 
identified as a significant parameter contributing to pavement 
deterioration. Cedergren indicated thatthe moving pressure waves created by 
dynamic loads develop large hydrostatic pressures resulting in the movement 
of soil particles at the pavement interface (1,,2). Studies in Georgia 
suggest that soil and subbase particles are indeed displaced at the pavement 
interface and near joints under the effect of moving loads and that cavities 
and void spaces are developed (3.). Such a condition is visually observed in 
pumping of subbase fines in a rigid pavement, an action that leads to loss of 
support of the pavement slab, thereby allowing cracking and failure of the 
pavement structure. 
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2.3 Source of Moisture in Pavements 

Moisture in the subgrade and pavement structure can come from many 
sources. The water may seep upward from a high groundwater table, or it may 
flow laterally from the pavement edges and shoulder ditches, as shown in 
Figure 2-4.3. Capillary effect and moisture-vapor movement are also 
responsible for water accumulating beneath a pavement structure. 
Moisture-vapor movement is associated with fluctuating temperature and other 
climatic conditions. The water in a pavement can also result from 
infiltration through the surface. Joints, cracks, shoulder edges, and 
various defects in the surface represent easy access paths for water. 

Many highway engineers believe that groundwater and high water tables 
are the primary causes of moisture-induced damage. This is evidenced in the 
fact that most highway departments have a practice of installing underdrain 
and drainage facilities primarily to remove the groundwater and lower the 
water table (6., 1). Despite this common belief, it can be shown that surface 
water is a major contributor to moisture accumulation in the subgrade. The 
effect of the infiltration of surface water has been directly related to the 
amount of precipitation and the pavement condition (1). The amount of 
surface infiltration depends on the permeability characteristics of pavement 
surface. Table 2-4.1 displays typical ranges of permeability of various old 
and new flexible pavements. As shown in this table, the permeability of 
flexible pavements decreases with pavement life as traffic seals the porous 
surface. 

According to Cedergren's data (.6.), the permeability of rigid pavements, 
taking into account joints etc., can be assumed as 0.20 inch/hour. The 
permeability of flexible pavements, on the other hand, might be selected at 
an approximate value of 0.50 inch/hour. The permeability and porosity of 
each pavement layer, the base and subbase, similarly influence the outflow 
and storage characteristics of the total pavement structures. 

3.0 BASIC PRINCIPLES OF SUBSURFACE DRAINAGE DESIGN 

The analysis and design of highway subsurface drainage systems involve 
the consideration of subsurface water from a wide variety of sources. It is 
convenient to consider these sources of drainable subsurface water in two 
broad categories: 

1. Groundwater, which is defined as the water existing in the zone of 
saturation at the water table. 

2. Infiltration, which is defined as surface water that gets into the 
pavement structural section by seeping down through joints or 
cracks in the pavement surface, through voids in the pavement 
itself, or from ditches along the side of the road. 

Although free water from melting ice lenses commonly exists above the 
water table, it is generally considered as groundwater. The water that feeds 
the growth of ice lenses originates at the base of the capillary fringe 
(i.e., at the water table); no frost action could take place without water 
from this source. 
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Table 2-4.1. Permeabilities of Old and New Asphalt Concrete Pavements (10). 

SOURCE OF DATA 

NEW PAVEMENT: 

AIR PERMEABILITY OF US 101, 
BY KARI-SANTUCCI 

US 101, LEFT WHEEL PATH 

US 101, BETWEEN LEFT AND RIGHT 
WHEEL PATH 

CALIFORNIA DIVISION OF HIGHWAY SPEC. 

/'- CEDERGREN 

OLD PAVEMENTS: 

OLD PAVEMENTS, SOUTH AFRICA, 
CRACKED SURFACES 

OLD PAVEMENT, BELGIUM 

OLD PAVEMENT, UNIVERSITY OF 
CONNECTICUT, TRAFFIC LANE 

OLD PAVEMENT, UNIVERSITY OF 
CONNECTJCUT, SHOULDER 
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PERMEABILITY, K, FT /DAY 

150 

46 

90 

40 

2.0 

7.0 

4.4 

7.0 
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Figure 2-4.3. Sources of Moisture in Pavement Systems. 
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The infiltration of water into the pavement structural section would 
appear to be a simple phenomenon. However, the interaction between the type 
and frequency of openings permitting infiltration, the rate of water supply, 
and the permeability and ambient moisture conditions of the underlying 
materials is very complex. The interaction of moisture with different 
materials has a complex influence on design which produces another 
complicating factor 1f drainage analysis in the design process is to control 
distress. Thus, the estimation of the amount of infiltration that must be 
handled by subsurface drainage requires careful consideration. 

Important considerations in the design of subsurface drainage include: 

1. Seepage - the movement, or flow, of water through a permeable 
porous medium. 

2. Porosity - the ratio of the volume of the pore spaces to the total 
volume of the material. The extent to which porous media will 
permit fluid flow is governed by the permeability of the material. 

3. Permeability - the ease with which water passes through a media, 
is dependent upon the size, shape, and extent to which the pore 
spaces are interconnected (8., 2). 

The coefficient of permeability varies over a very wide range, 
depending on the nature of the porous media through which flow is taking 
place. In natural deposits, and even in some compacted soils, it may be much 
greater in one direction than in another (8., 15, 16, 17, 18). This 
phenomenon should be considered, whenever possible in arriving at practical 
solutions in highway subdrainage problems. 

Movement of groundwater in the vicinity of a highway may be the result 
of natural phenomena and hydraulic gradients that are the direct outgrowth of 
the controlling topographic, hydrologic and geological features in the area 
of the pavement. More often than not, however, the highway construction 
causes some kind of disruption to the natural pattern of moisture flow. For 
example, a highway cut may intersect the existing water table, or a fill may 
serve to dam the natural flow of groundwater. The installation of subsurface 
drainage to control this groundwater results in a further alteration of the 
flow pattern. The final configuration of the flow is dependent upon both the 
initial groundwater flow conditions and the charactenstics of the subsurface 
drainage system that is installed. 

The movement of infiltration within the pavement structural section is 
governed by the permeability of the materials used in the pavement system, 
the longitudinal grade of the roadway and the pavement cross (transverse) 
slope. The general patterns of surface and subsurface flow associated with 
inf titration are shown for a portland cement concrete pavement in Figure 
2-4.4. Although the joint and crack patterns (points of inflow) are 
different for a bituminous concrete pavement, the geometry and subsurface 
flow are essentially the same as shown in Figure 2-4.4. 
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3.1 Drainage Requirements 

A rational design strategy that satisfies the requirements of a 
long-lasting subsurface drainage system should incorporate the following 
design criteria: 

1. The pavement system including its shoulders and adjacent areas 
should be designed and maintained as impervious as possible to 
minimize the infiltration of surface, capillary and groundwater 
into critical areas. 

2. To minimize moisture-induced damage the drainage facility should 
be designed with a water-removing capability such that 
infiltrating water can be removed in a very short period of time. 

3. The drainage system designed must be a structural member of the 
pavement structure. It must not decrease the performance of the 
pavement or require exceptional measures to compensate for 
material problems. 

The time considered adequate for a drainage system to remove water from 
a pavement system depends upon the allowable severity of moisture-induced 
damage and prevailing climatic conditions. These two factors represent the 
intrinsic and extrinsic areas of study in drainage of a pavement. The amount 
of water to be removed is the extrinsic factor, and the material properties 
which impede or assist this removal of water are the intrinsic factors. In 
areas with an expected freeze effect, the flooded pavements should be drained 
within a half-hour to one hour period to minimize the long term effect of 
moisture presence in the pavement system. As a comparison, a typical 
pavement structure without any effective drainage system generally require as 
long as 20 to 50 hours to drain. 

For a pavement to satisfy its structural requirements, the drainage 
system must be designed as an integral part of the pavement structure. This 
requires that the structural properties of the materials used in the drainage 
layer be carefully determined before they are used. Often the materials best 
suited for drainage require special construction practices or material 
handling precautions. The presence of a drainage layer should not adversely 
affect the structural performance of the roadway, and should actually improve 
its performance by decreasing the time the pavement will be exposed to 
moisture. 

The procedures for the determination of the total amount of water which 
must be removed from a pavement section will be discussed in detail in a 
later section of this module where specific design criteria will be 
developed. Once the total quantity of moisture required to be handled by the 
drainage system has been determined, the material properties must be used to 
size the drainage layers to ensure they are capable of handling the water. 
The material properties which are altered by the presence of moisture in a 
pavement system, and the magnitude of this alteration, represent an area 
where a great deal of uncertainty exists in current design philosophy. The 
effect of water on design can be quantified only when the amount of water 
entering the pavement can be quantified. 
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3.2 Sources of Water Inflow 

3.2.1 Groundwater 

Groundwater may come from gravity drainage ( q) or from artesian flow 
( q ). These flow quantities can be computed by means of electric analogs, 
hy~raulic models, numerical methods, or by graphical flow nets. The use of 
flow nets illustrated in Figure 2-4.5 allows total seepage quantities to be 
estimated from a series of equations. The use of flow nets is detailed in 
the FHW A Highway Subdrainage Design Manual (20) which should be required 
reading for any design problem. 

3.2.2 Melt Water from Ice Lenses 

In areas subject to deeJ? frost penetration, the potential for frost 
heave is great, and when certam soils are present, the amount of frost heave 
can be significant. Frost heave is the result of water being drawn up from 
the water table, through the soil to the freezing front at the depth of frost 
penetration. When a winter is cold for extended periods of time, and the 
frost line is stationary, the amount of moisture drawn up to the frost line 
can be significant. As the water freezes, the pavement surface heaves. When 
the water thaws during the spring there will be an excess of water which was 
not there previously, and which should be drained away as quickly as 
possible. The quantity of water that accumulates in the form of ice in a 
pavement subgrade as a result of frost is a function of the sub grade soil 
types, availability of groundwater and severity and duration of the freezing 
temperature. 

In the Highway Drainage Manual (20), it is shown that the amount of 
water from a melting ice lens, qm can be determined from Figure 2-4.6 and a 
value of the heave rate or frost susceptibility classification shown in 
Figure 2-4.7. The value0 p in Figure 2-4.6 is the subgrade stress (pcf). 

3.2.3 Vertical Outflow 

Water that enters a pavement system will seep out of the pavement 
layers through the underlying soil strata. The rapidity with which this 
seepage occurs is a direct function of the permeability and moisture 
characteristics of the sub grade soil. The flow ( qv) can be easily computed 
through the use of an equation or estimated from a chart such as that shown 
in Figure 2-4.8. 

While the average hydraulic gradient can be expected to decrease 
considerably from its imtial value of unity, it can sometimes remain at a 
relatively high value for some time following the initiation of flow. It 
should be recognized that the effect of infiltration, other than that 
introduced through the pavement, has been ignored. In reality, rainfall of 
long duration, which could be expected to produce infiltration through the 
pavement for prolonged period of time, would also produce downward 
percolation through the surrounding soil. This percolation would raise the 
water table reducing the outflow from the pavement section. Consequently, it 
is recommended that caution be exercised in applying the above method to 
estimate vertical outflow toward an underlying horizontal water table. If it 
can be demonstrated with reliability that the water table will remain well 
below the level of the pavement even during prolonged wet weather, then 
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vertical outflow of this type should be considered in design. However, in 
the absence of such data, it is advisable for design purposes to consider 
vertical outflow toward a horizontal water table to be negligible. 

3.2.4 Net Pavement Inflow 

Consideration of all the possible sources of water allows for the 
determination of the net inflow ( qn)· Combining various inflows and 
outflows gives the following set of relationships: 

qn = qi + qg + qa + qm + qv 

The Highway Subdrainage Manual (10) recommends that infiltration flow 
( qi) always be included in computation of net inflow. 

3.3 Types and Uses of Highway Subdrainage 

Systems of highway subsurface drainage can be classified in a variety 
of ways according to: 

1. The source of the subsurface water they are designed to control. 

2. The function they perform. 

3. Their location and geometry. 

It is important that these classifications be put in perspective and 
that the associated terminology be understood. 

A groundwater control system refers to subsurface drainage specifically 
designed to remove and/or control the flow of groundwater. Similarly, an 
infiltration control system is designed to remove water that seeps into the 
pavement structural section. Often the subdrainage may be required to 
control water from both sources. The physical features of the two systems 
may be very much alike although the desired result is very different. 

A subsurface drainage system may perform one or more of the following 
functions: 

1. Interception or cutoff of the seepage above an impervious 
boundary. 

2. Draw-down or lowering of the water table. 

3. Collection of the flow from other drainage systems. 

Although a subdrainage system may be designed to serve one particular 
function, it will commonly be expected to serve more than one function. For 
example, an interceptor drain not only cuts off the flow from higher ground, 
but it draws down the water table so that it does not break out through a cut 
slope, for example. 

The most common way of identifying subdrainage systems is in terms of 
their location and geometry. Familiar classifications of this type include: 
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1. Longitudinal drains. 

2. Transverse and horizontal drains 

3. Drainage blanket. 

4 Well systems. 

It should be noted that these types of subdrainage may be designed to 
control both groundwater and infiltration and/or to perform any of the 
functions outlined above. 

3.3.1 Longitudinal Drains 

As the name implies, a longitudinal drain is located parallel to the 
roadway centerline both in horizontal and vertical alignment. It may involve 
a trench of specified depth, a collector pipe and a protective filter of some 
kind, as shown in Figure 2-4.9. It may be less elaborate, as shown in Figure 
2-4.10. The degree of sophistication employed in the design oflongitudinal 
drains depends upon the source of the water that is to be drained and the 
manner in which the drain is expected to function. 

Sometimes, systems of longitudinal drains of different types can be 
employed effectively. An example of such an application is presented in 
Figure 2-4.11, which shows a multiple drain installation in a superelevated 
section of an expressway cut in a wet hillside. In order to intercept the 
flow and draw down the water table below the left cut slope, it was necessary 
to use two lines of relatively deep longitudinal drains. As shown in Figure 
2-4.11, the collector drain (beneath the left shoulder) serves to drain any 
water that may get into the base or subbase of the left lanes as a result of 
infiltration or frost action. A similar function is performed by the shallow 
collector drain along the left edge of the right lanes. 

The combination of groundwater conditions and highway cross-sections 
shown in Figure 2-4.9 and Figure 2-4.10 were such that the groundwater could 
be intercepted and/or drawn down well below the pavement sections with no 
more than two lines of longitudinal underdrains. However, this is not always 
possible, particularly when the water table is very high and the roadway 
section is very wide, as shown in Figure 2-4.12. In this case, the flow of 
groundwater might have saturated the subgrade and the pavement structural 
section over at least a part of its width if the third longitudinal drain had 
not been installed beneath the median. Even more complicated roadway 
geometries are possible, and more elaborate subdrainage configurations may be 
required for modern highways, particularly in the vicinity of interchanges. 

3.3.2 Transverse and Horizontal Drains 

Subsurface drains that run laterally beneath the roadway are classified 
as transverse drains. These are commonly located at right angles to the 
roadway centerline although in some instances they may be skewed in the 
so-called "herringbone" pattern. 

Transverse drains have been used at pavement joints to drain 
infiltration and groundwater in bases and subbases. This is particularly 
desirable where the relationship between the transverse and longitudinal 
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grades is such that flow tends to take place more in the longitudinal 
direction than in the transverse direction. An example of this type of 
installation is shown in Figure 2-4.13. In this illustration, the transverse 
drains have been used in conjunction with a horizontal drainage blanket and 
longitudinal collector drain system. This can provide a very effective means 
for rapid removal of water from the pavement section. 

Transverse drains may involve a trench, collector pipe and protective 
filter, as shown in Figure 2-4.13, or they can consist of simpfe "french 
drains" (i.e., shallow trenches filled with open graded aggregate), although 
this is not generally recommended. As with longitudinal drains, the degree 
of sophistication employed depends on the source and amount of subsurface 
water and the function of the drain. 

When the general direction of the groundwater flow tends to be parallel 
to the roadway (this occurs commonly when the roadway is cut more or less 
perpendicular to the existing contours), transverse drains can be more 
effective than longitudinal drains in intercepting and/or drawing down the 
water table. This application is illustrated in Figure 2-4.14. 

Some caution should be exercised in the use of transverse drains in 
areas of seasonal frost, since there has been some experience with pavements 
undergoing a general frost heaving except where transverse drains were 
installed, thus leading to poor riding quality during winter months. 

Horizontal drains consist of nearly horizontal pipes drilled into cut 
slopes or sidehill fills to tap springs and relieve porewater pressures. In 
ordinary installations, the ends of the perforated small diameter drain pipes 
are simply left projecting from the slope and the flow is picked up in 
drainage ditches. However, in more elaborate installations, drainage 
galleries or tunnels may be required to carry large flows, and some type of 
pipe collector system may be used to dispose of the water outside of the 
roadway limits. An example of a drainage installation of this type, used in 
connection with a landslide stabilization project is shown in Figure 2-4.15. 

3.3.4 Drainage Blankets 

The term drainage blanket is applied to a very permeable layer whose 
width and length (in the direction of flow) is large relative to its 
thickness. Properly designed blankets can be used for effective control of 
both groundwater and infiltration, depending on the existing conditions. 

The horizontal drainage blanket can be used beneath, or as an integral 
part of, the pavement structure to remove infiltration or to remove 
groundwater from both $ravity and artesian sources. Although relatively 
pervious granular materials are often utilized for base and subbase courses, 
these layers will not function as drainage blankets unless they are 
specifically designed and constructed to do so. This requires an adequate 
thickness of material with a very high coefficient of permeability, a 
positive outlet for the water collected, and, in most instances, the use of 
one or more protective filter layers. 

Two types of horizontal drainage blanket systems are shown in Figure 
2-4.16. Here, a horizontal blanket drain is used in connection with shallow 
longitudinal collector drains to control both infiltration and the flow of 
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groundwater from the artesian source. Note that a protective filter layer 
has been used to prevent the subgrade soil from being washed into and, thus 
clogging the drainage layer. In Figure 2-4.16-b, a horizontal blanket drain ' 
is used to remove water that has seeped into the pavement by infiltration 
alone. In this case, the outlet has been provided by "daylighting" the 
drainage blanket. This type of outlet typically becomes clogged and ceases 
to function effectively. A more positive means of outletting the drainage 
blanket would have been to use the longitudinal drain shown dashed in Figure 
2-4.16-b. 

Additionally, the subbase has been designed as a filter in this 
instance to prevent intrusion of the subgrade soil into the base course under 
the action of traffic. When the longitudinal grade is large enough to 
control the direction of flow, transverse drains may be required to outlet 
the drainage blanket as shown in Figure 2-4.13. Drainage blankets can be 
used effectively to control the flow of groundwater from cut slopes and 
beneath sidehill fills. 

Examples of these uses are illustrated in Figure 2-4.17. As shown in 
Figure 2-4.17-a, the drainage blanket used in connection with longitudinal 
drain can help to improve the surface stability (relieve sloughing) of cut 
slopes by preventing the development of a surface of seepage and by its 
buttress action. The blanket drain shown in Figure 2-4.17-b prevents the 
trapping of wet weather flow beneath the fill and minimizes the buildup of 
high porewater pressures that can lead to slope instability. 

3.3.4. Well Systems 

Systems of vertical wells can be used to control the flow of 
groundwater and relieve j>orewater pressures in potentially troublesome 
highway slopes. In this application, they may be pumped for temporary 
lowering of the water table during construction or simply left to overflow 
for the relief of artesian pressures. More often, however, they are provided 
with some sort of collectmn system so that they are freely drained at their 
bottoms. This may be accomplished by the use of tunnels, drilled-in pipe 
outlets or horizontal drains. Typical well drainage systems that were used 
to help in the stabilization of wet slopes were shown in Figure 2-4.15. 

Sand filled vertical wells (sand drains) can be used to promote 
accelerated draina~e of soft and compressible foundation materials which are 
undergoing consohdation (the squeezing out of water) as a result of the 
application of a surface loading such as that produced by a highway 
embankment. An installation of this type is illustrated schematically in 
Figure 2-4.18. The design and construction of sand drains for foundation 
stabilization is a rather specialized undertaking requiring detailed 
consideration and understanding of the three-dimensional consolidation 
process. When used, this form of drainage is very expensive, and other 
materials may be installed such as geotextile wick drains for water removal 
for a more cost-effective drainage mstallation. This aspect of highway_ 
subdrainage is considered to be outside the scope of this course and will not 
be given further consideration. 
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3.3.5 Miscellaneous Drainage 

Frequently, during the course of highway construction and maintenance 
operations, local seepage conditions are encountered which require subsurface 
draina~e to remove the excess moisture or relieve porewater pressures. These 
conditions may require small drainage blankets with pipe outlets, 
longitudinal or transverse drains or some combination of these drainage 
systems. Although subdrainage of this type is highly individualized, its 
importance should not be minimized and its design should be approached with 
the same care as the design of more elaborate subdrainage systems. 

4.0 FHWA HIGHWAY SUBDRAINAGE DESIGN MANUAL 

4.1 Content 

The Highway Subdrainage Design Manual was prepared to present a 
comprehensive approach to evaluating moisture in a pavement and designing 
drainage to remove this moisture in pavements. The manual contains the 
following chapters: 

1. General Considerations. 

2. Data Required for Analysis and Design. 

3. Pavement Drainage. 

4. Control of Groundwater. 

5. Construction and Maintenance 

The content of this manual provides nomographs, charts, flow nets, and 
other relationships to determine the inflow of water into the pavement 
system, lay out the drainage system to effectively remove the water which 
must be removed, and size the drainage system to ensure it removes all the 
water entering the pavement system. A detailed example problem is presented 
in the example problem section of this module to illustrate a complete 
drainage design. 

5.0 DRAINAGE MATERIALS 

When the drainage system has been analyzed and sized to handle the 
appropriate amount of water that will infiltrate the pavement, the materials 
must be selected carefully to ensure that the properties in the layers 
promote drainage and do not interfere with the flow of the water. The 
necessary components of the drainage system must function in unity for the 
system to be effective. These components include the portion which 
intercepts the water, the component which collects the water to a central 
point, and the component which removes the water from the pavement system so 
that it cannot do any damage. 

5.1 Drainage Pipe 

Presently, several different types of drainage pipe of various lengths 
and diameters are being used in pavement subsurface drainage. Some of these 
are as follows: 

179 



1. Clay tile. 

2. Concrete tile and pipe. 

3. Vitrified clay pipe. 

4. Perforated plastic bituminous fiber pipe. 

5. Perforated corrugated-metal pipe. 

6. Corrugated plastic tubing. 

The clay and concrete tile can be obtained in 1 to 3 ft. (0.3 to 0.9 m) 
lengths. Metal and fiber pipes are usually manufactured in lengths of 8 ft 
(2.4 m) or longer. The thick-walled, semi-rigid plastic tubing may be 
obtained in about 20 ft. (6 m) lengths. The corrugated plastic tubing is 
manufactured in rolls about 200 to300 ft. (61-91 m) long. For subsurface 
drainage, the pipe diameter generally ranges between 4 in. and 6 in. (10 and 
15 cm). However, the California Department of Transportation has used 
slotted plastic pipe with an inside diameter of 2 inches, and has recently 
gone to 3 inches. 

Most of the newer drainage pipes are flexible conduits rather than 
rigid conduits such as clay, concrete, or metal conduit. The flexible 
plastic drains can fail as a result of excessive deflection if inadequately 
mstalled. For this reason, the load-deflection characteristics are 
important considerations when this material is being used in subsurface 
drainage design. Impact resistance is also important from the standpoint of 
damage to the pipe while it is being placed. 

5.2 Drainage Filter or Envelope Materials 

5.2.1 Envelope Material 

When considering open-graded transverse drains, longitudinal drains, 
drainage blankets, and drainage wells, it is necessary to evaluate the filter 
or envelope material. The primary functions of the envelope material around 
subsurface drains are as follows: 

1. To prevent the movement into the drains of soil particles which 
might settle and clog the drain. 

2. To provide material in the immediate vicinity of the drain 
openings which is more permeable than the surrounding soil. 

3. To provide a suitable bedding for the drain. 

4. To stabilize the soil in which the drain is being laid. 

Until recently, the most commonly used envelope materials were 
naturally graded coarse sands and gravels. There is a considerable range of 
gradations used for drainage envelopes. Figure 2-4.19 shows a comparison of 
the range that can be found between two different state transportat10n 
departments. The general procedure for designing the drainage envelope for a 
given soil is to make a mecfi.anical analysis of both the soil and the proposed 
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envelope material, compare the two particle size distribution curves, and use 
Terzaghi's (.6) gradation matching criteria to determine whether the envelope 
material is satisfactory. 

The piping criteria are written as: 

D15( drain)/Dgs(filter) ~ 5 

D5o(filter)/Dso(subgrade) ~ 25 

D15 (subgrade) ~ d15(filter)~ o85(subgrade 

These requirements result in a filter that is sandwiched between the 
subgrade soil, and the drain material. The function of the filter material 
is to protect the drain from clogging with fines moving out of the subgrade 
soil. 

To prevent the entrance of filter material into slots and holes of the 
drainage pipes, the following requirements have been recommended: 

For pipes with slots: 

D35(filter)/(Slot Width) > 1.2 

For pipes with circular holes: 

D35(filter)/(hole diameter) > 1.0 

that: 
According to Cedergan's report, the Bureau of Reclamation requires 

Dg5(filter)/(Max opening of pipe) > 2 

It should be noted that one of the important considerations in filter 
performance is the local condition. As an example, the aggregate segregation 
and construction variables during material placement could significantly 
affect the performance of the drainage system. 

5.2.2 Filter Fabric 

A recent innovation that has been widely used in highway subdrainage is 
the use of filter, or geotextile fabric. These fabrics are either woven or 
non-woven mats constructed of polypropolene or nylon fibers. The fabrics 
take the place of the graded filter material. They serve the very same 
function as the filter material. As such, fabrics have the same 
considerations in matching the fabric to the subgrade soil. Fabrics have an 
"Equivalent Opening Size" (EOS) which is much the same as a particle size. 
The EOS must be matched to the subgrade soil to ensure that the fabric will 
prevent piping of the soil fines out of the subgrade (12). ASCE and ASTM are 
in the process of publishing guidelines for selection of EOS for fabrics. 

The elimination of the granular filter material reduces the cost of the 
drainage installation, offsetting the increased cost of the fabric. Fabrics 
have been used to allow innovative drainage installations. Pipe can be 
covered directly with the fabric and installed in a trench. Vertical fin 
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drains have been designed using fabric wrapped around a supporting plastic 
core. Their selection 1s not a matter of chance, and should be selected and 
analyzed very carefully. 

6.0 SUBSURFACE DRAINAGE EVALUATION TO IMPROVE INITIAL DESIGNS 

As a part of a design process the drainage existing in functioning 
pavements should be carefully evaluated to determine if it is performing up 
to expectations. If the drainage is to be counted on for increased support 
during the life of a pavement, the drainage must be functioning. This 
evaluation must consist of two parts, a field evaluation of the existing 
drainage characteristics of the pavement, and a laboratory evaluation of the 
materials in the pavement. The relative field performance can be used to 
assist the engineer in selecting drainage designs which will function best. 

6.1 Visual Survey 

The visual survey must include a determination of the moisture related 
distress on the pavement. This will show the engineer what assumptions in 
the design are not being used in the field. The functioning of any existing 
drainage must be established. This includes an evaluation of any subdramage 
which may be functioning poorly, and an examination of the drainage ditches 
along the roadway which serve to remove water from the pavement system 
proper. The integrity of the surface must be evaluated. Cracks and joints 
that are not adequately sealed will increase the need for appropriate 
drainage considerations in new design which may require good sealing. 

6.2 Material Survey 

Subsurface drainage should be designed and constructed with long term 
performance and maintenance in mind. Procedures for cleaning collector pipes 
and maintaining outlets are necessary. Drainage systems require periodic 
inspections to check performance. Outflow measurements when first 
constructed and at later periodic intervals will indicate whether the drain 
is functioning properly. 

Climate factors, such as rainfall precipitation, frost depth and 
temperature are among the most important parameters affecting pavement 
performance. The influence of precipitation on pavement performance is 
reflected by the changes in weakening of the pavement support condition and 
moisture-related damage in various pavement component layers. 

Surface water infiltration, high ground water, and capillary rise in 
the pavement structure contribute sigmficantly to the pavement distresses. 
The damaging effects of adverse dramage on pavement performance have been 
documented, and show that if a pavement system is expected to perform well 
over its expected design life, an adequate drainage system should be designed 
and installed. 

The infiltration of excess water into a concrete pavement system can 
result in several distresses which would significantly reduce the life of the 
pavement. The fact that moisture problems may appear in any layer emphasizes 
the necessity of having a logical procedure for determining where the problem 
is most likely to be onginating from so that it may be addressed in new 
designs. The amount of moisture in a pavement and the impact of that 
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moisture on performance are primarily due to climatic factors. A large 
number of climatic variables have been studied and catalogued for nearly 
every region in the United States. FHWA studies have provided guidelines to 
identify climatic regions for the United States. These regions provide areas 
of similar expected pavement performance based on moisture availability in 
the roadbed soil and the influence of temperature. There are nine distinct 
moisture zones as shown in Figure 2-4.20, which have been divided into six 
for the AASHTO pavement design Guide. 

The different zones are based on a yearly average values, and some 
discrepancies may exist in a local area. These should be checked by 
performing the calculations for any particular locality. 

It has been recommended that in regions where relatively high annual 
rainfalls exist or where significant groundwater exists, consideration should 
be given to providing subsurface drainage systems. In a study by Cedergren 
et al. (1) on subsurface drainage, it was recommended that a subsurface 
drainage system is required if: 

1. The average annual precipitation is more than 10 inches, 
(254mm). 

2. The pavement is expected to be subjected to more than 250, 18 
Kip (80 kN) equivalent axle loads per day during the design 
life of the pavement. 

6.3 Drainability of Base Course 

Relative times for a base course to drain water is a direct indication 
of the ability of the base to resist the detrimental effects of moisture on 
pavement performance. The procedure to perform this calculation is 
presented,and the DRAINIT spreadsheet program is used to perform the 
calculations (15). 

The form presented in Figure 2-4.21 must be filled in to calculate the 
drainability of the granular layers. First, the pavement cross sectional 
properties must be recorded. These include the following, which should be 
recorded in the appropriate place on Figure 2-4.21: 

1. Longitudinal Slope, gl, ft/ft. 

2. Transverse Slope, gt, ft/ft. 

3. Thickness of Drainage Layer, H, ft. 

4. Width of Drainage Layer, D. ft. 

Sections having different cross-section properties must be analyzed 
separately. The terminology used to differentiate each pavement sectmn 
should be recorded in the appropriate block. Three calculations must be 
performed as indicated in Figure 2-4.21 for the cross-sectional properties. 

1. Le= effective length of drainage= D (ge/gt)2 + 1 

2. ge = effective slope of drainage path = gl2 + gt2 
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Figure 2-4.21. Input Screens for DRAINIT Spreadsheet to 
Calculate Drainage Times. 
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3. S = Slope Factor = H/(Le x ge) 

The next material which must be examined is the roadbed soil. The 
gradation and plasticity characteristics must be known. These can be 
obtained from construction records, tests run on core samples, or county soil 
maps. Initial results can be developed from construction records, but final 
recommendations for rehabilitation or drainage work must be based on actual 
core data. New designs must be done with material specifications or actual 
data from similar materials used in the field. The information to be 
recorded includes: 

1. Percent fines (- #200). 

2. Types of fines 

a. Inert - Substantially below "A" line in Unified 
Classification system, PI below 1. 

b. Silty- Material plots near "A" line. PI above 1, but below 
"A" line. 

c. Clay- Material has high PI, it plots above the "A" line in 
the Unified System. 

3. D10? effe~tiv~ grain size with 10 percent of the material 
passmg this size, mm. 

4. Dry density, pcf and gm/cc. 

5. Specific gravity of solids, G8• This may be obtained from 
construction records and imtial material tests, and will not vary 
from section to section. 

These should be recorded in the appropriate blank in Figure 2-4.21. 

The next section to be completed on Figure 2-4.21 involves calculation 
of drainability properties of the pavement section. This section performs 
some calculations as follows: 

1. Assume Ws = 1.0. 

2. Calculate Vs = W s/Gs. 

3. Calculate Vv = 1- Vs= Nemax (= B). Nemax is the volume of 
water that completely fills the voids in the material. 

4. From Figure 2-4.22 select the estimated water loss, C. Consult 
plasticity and grain size data for the material. 

5 Calculate the specific yield, Ne = (Nemax) x C/100 = (Bx 
C/100). 

6. Calculate X, X = (Ne x Le )/(H x k) k, the permeability may be 
estimated from Figure 2-4.23, the s.rreadsheet automatically 
calculates permeability from matenal properties supplied. 

These data are used to calculate drainage times and saturation levels. 
The spreadsheet automatically performs these calculations as shown in Figure 
2-4.24. The procedure is as follows: 
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u 
PEF::cE:NT 

DFU:':iI NP1GE TI ME Cf':'::i. .. CUL..hT I DN )!c: 

T 
FACTOF: 

Vv-Ns*U SATURATION 
% 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------* 
t) 

.1 .0180937 .6248596 .0049116 .2678156 98.19907 

.2 .0662004 2.286203 .0098233 .262904 96.39814 

.3 .1374342 4.746232 .0147349 .2579924 94.59721 

.4 .2270371 7.840629 .0196465 .2530808 92.79628 

.6 .463284 15.99931 .0294698 .2432575 89.19442 

.7 .6559723 22.65372 .0343~14 .2383459 87.39349 

.8 .9701154 33.50252 .039293 .2334343 85.59256 

.9 1.608647 55.55394 .0442046 .2285226 83.79163 

Figure 2-4.24. Calculation Screen for DRAINIT Spreadsheet to 
Calculate Drainage Times. 
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1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

From Figure 2-4.25 select a time factor T for every value of U. 
The slope factor, S; previously calculated is used to select the 
proper curve. 

Calculate the drainage time, in hours, for Column 3. (Column 2) x 
Xx 24 = hours. 

Specific yield, Ne, time U gives the amount of water drained 
during this time. Record this in Column 4. 

Subtract Column 4 from Nemax (labeled B). This is the amount of 
water remaining in the sample and goes in Column 5. 

Column 5 divided by Nemax (labeled B) time 100 gives the 
saturation level of the sample and is recorded in Column 6. 

The values oft in hours and the percent saturation should be plotted 
on Figure 2-4.26 to determine the suitability of the granular layer for 
drainage purposes. This classification will be either acceptable (a), 
marginal (m), or unacceptable (u). These times can be altered to match the 
AASHTO design requirements for a specific level of saturation. 

If very different materials are being used, each section with a 
different granular material should be evaluated separately. Each section 
will receive a separate rating for granular drainability. Areas which 
receive similar ratings may be combined. The areas of granular drainability 
should be noted on a strip map of the project to show their locations. 

6.4 Drainability of Subgrade 

The first step in evaluating the subgrade for potential contribution to 
moisture damage is to determine the type and distribution of subgrade 
materials present under the project. The first choice to obtain this 
information is the USDA County Soils Map discussed in Module 2-1, which will 
provide a very detailed picture of the soils present. A second choice would 
be to use soil test results taken from construction records which were used 
to delineate soil types for the original design. 

When the county soil maps are available, subgrade boundaries and types 
can be marked directly on a strip map of the project. The drainage class of 
each subgrade type can be noted from the soils map information and the 
Natural Drainage Index value selected from Figure 2-4.27. When using only 
soil classification data, the approximate relationships in Figure 2-4.28 can 
be used to determine the Natural Drainage Index. The problem of extensive 
reworking of soils during grading, for example, will not produce a change in 
the NDI which will develop over several years once the pavement is 
completed. When a pavement is being investigated for rehabilitation, the 
intermixing will have been negated and the altered soils will have assumed 
the properties of the undisturbed underlying soil. Thus, the soil maps will 
very likely still accurately reflect the soil under the pavement. Extensive 
cuts or fills, greater than 4-6 feet (1.2-1.8 m) may take much longer to 
approach the condition of the original soil. For these localized areas, they 
should be examined individually and assigned an average value indicating 
whether the cut or fill improved the material present under the roadway and 
improved the position relative to the water table. 
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These two parameters to describe the granular material and the subgrade 
provide information which can describe the potential for the pavement to 
perform well without drainage or require drainage for good performance. 

7.0 INFLUENCE OF DRAINAGE ON PAVEMENT DESIGN 

Properly designed and installed drainage should remove water from the 
pavement materials. This water removal increases the support capacity of the 
roadbed materials which prolongs the life of the pavement. The relationship 
between resilient modulus and saturation has been shown previously in the 
Modules 2-1 and 2-2. If a pavement can be drained adequately, the thickness 
select!on sh~mld reflect a decreased requirement with a more reliable design 
to resist mmsture. 

The AASHTO Design Guide recommends the following drainage times be 
considered for pavement design: 

Quality of Drainage 
Excellent 
Good 
Fair 
Poor 
Very Poor 

Water Removed Within 
2hours 
1 day 
lweek 
1 month 

(Water will not drain) 

The calculation time procedure demonstrated in the previous section can 
be used to generate relative comparisons of drainage potential. Selection of 
a specific level of saturation to be achieved in drainage (85 percent 
recommended) will alter the actual magnitude of the time increment used to 
select the specific quality of drainage. Table 2-4.2 presents the 
recommended values, m, to use to adjust structural layer coefficients in the 
flexible design procedure. Table 2-4.3 shows the recommended drainage 
parameters, Cd to be used in rigid pavement design. These tables require a 
quality of drainage to be selected based on the ability of the base to drain 
freely, and the level of moisture to which the pavement will be exposed. 

The calculation schemes presented in this section can be grouped to 
provide an approximate indication of the quality of drainage as shown in 
Figure 2-4.29. This chart provides a means of using material properties and 
soil information to arrive at a rational indicator of drainage quality to be 
used in pavement design. One further consideration not directly shown here 
is the amount of water available in the pavement system. The greater period 
during the year in which the pavement is exposed to saturation levels of 
water, the greater the deterioration in performance. Table 2-4.4 contains 
recommendations as to the period of the year in which the pavement structure 
will have water present. These can be used with the calculations previously 
shown to select the drainage coefficients shown previously which are used in 
the pavement design process to modify material properties. The smaller the 
drainage coefficient, the worse the drainage in the pavement, and the greater 
the need for some means to remove water in a positive manner. 

This material evaluation to establish the drainage factor is important 
in establishing the long term performance of the pavement. A thorough 
understanding of the soil-moisture interaction is required to select the 
appropriate factor. The selection of increased thickness must not be used in 
place of selecting the appropriate drainage factor. Local pavements can be 
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Table 2-4.2. Recommended IDi Values For Modifying Structural Layer Coefficients 
of Untreated Base and Subbase Materials in Flexible Pavements. 

Quality of Percent of Time Pavement Structure is Exposed 
Drainage to Moisture Levels Approaching Saturation 

Less Than Greater Than 
1% 1-5% 5-25% 25% 

Excellent 1.40 - 1.35 1.35 - 1.30 1.30 - 1.20 1.20 

Good 1.35 - 1.25 1.25 - 1.15 1.15 - 1.00 1.00 

Fair 1.25 - 1.15 1.15 - 1.05 1.00 • 0.80 0.80 

Poor 1.15 - 1.05 1.05 - 0.80 0.80 - 0.60 0.60 

Very Poor 1.05 - 0.95 0.95 - 0.75 0.75 - 0.40 0.40 
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Table 2-4.3. 

Quality of 
Drainage 

Excellent 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

Very Poor 

Recommended Cd Values for Modifying Structural Layer Coefficients 
of Untreated Base and Sub-base Y.Laterials in Rigid Pavements. 

Less Than 
1% 

1.25 - 1.20 

1.20 - 1.15 

1.15 - 1.10 

1., 0 - 1.00 

1.00 · 0.90 

Percent of Time Pavement Structure is Exposed 
to Moisture Levels Approaching Saturation 

1-5% 5-25% 

1 .20 · 1.15 1 .15 · , . , 0 

1.15 - 1.10 , . , 0 - 1.00 

, . , 0 . 1.00 1 .00 - 0.90 

1 .00 · 0.90 0.90 - 0.80 

0.90 · 0.80 0.80 - 0.70 
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Greater Than 
25% 

1.10 

1.00 

0.90 

0.80 

0.70 



Table 2-4.4. Suggested Seasons Length (Months) For The Six 
U. s. Climatic Regions. 

U.S. 
Climatic 
Region 

II 

Ill 

IV 

V 

VI 

Winter 
(Roadbed 

Frozen) 

0.0* 

1.0 

2.5 

0.0 

1.0 

3.0 

*Number of months for the season. 

Season (Roadbed Soil Moisture Condition) 

Spring• Thaw Spring/Fall Summer 
(Roadbed (Roadbed (Roadbed 
Saturated) Wet) Dry) 

0.0 7.5 4.5 

0.5 7.0 3.5 

1.5 4.0 4.0 

0.0 4.0 8.0 

0.5 3.0 7.5 

1.5 3.0 4.5 
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Figure 2-4.29. Chart for Estimating Quality of Drainage From 
Base and Subgrade Drainability Calculations. 
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evaluated to assist the design engineer in establishing the parameters of 
drainage as they exist on his pavements by evaluating existing pavements. 

8.0 EXAMPLE PROBLEM 

The pavement is located in Central Illinois. It is to be a four lane 
divided Interstate pavement. The pavement type will be plain jointed with 15 
foot joint spacing. The subgrade soil is predominantly A-6 (19). The 
topography is level with a water table depth of 4-6 feet which seasonally can 
be as high as the pavement surface for a structure at grade. The cross 
section of this pavement is shown in Figure 2-4.30. 

The granular base proposed for this pavement will have the following 
properties: 

Top Size 
-#200 material 
Plasticity Index 
Compacted Density 
Gradation 

Sieve Size 
1.5 
1 
3/4 
1/2 
#4 
#40 
#200 

Crushed Stone Base 
1.5 inches 
11 percent 
NP 
139 pcf 

Percent Passing 
100 
90 
80 
68 
50 
21 
11 

Gravel Base 
1.5 inches 
9 percent 
3.5 
140pcf 

100 
98 

74 
49 
23 
9 

The subgrade is an A-6 material with a group index of 19. The 
topography is flat with no relief. 

8.1 Drainage Coefficients 

1. Calculate the time for drainage for this base material. 

2. Estimate the amount of time this base material will be saturated. 

3. Determine the drainage coefficient for either a flexible or rigid 
pavement to be constructed here. 

8.2 Drainage System 

Design a drainage layer to function as a base for this pavement, and 
the associated longitudinal drain for removal of the water collected. 

1. Determine Net Water Inflow 

qi= 0.71 cfd/ft2 
4v = negligible 
qm=2mm/day 
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FIGURE G 17. CROSS SECTION FOR DESIGN EXAMPLE 

Figure 2-4.30. Cross Section For Design Example. 
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2. Check thickness and permeability of granular layer 

3. Check drainage trench width 

4. Check Filter Design 

5. Determine Diameter of Pipe Collector System 

9.0 SUMMARY 

Various subdrainage systems were identified and the material and 
drainage requirements were discussed. The necessary steps for designing 
subsurface drainage were defined and an example design was presented using 
the FHWA Highway Subdrainage Design Manual. A subsurface drainage evaluation 
system (MAD System) has been explained and discussed. 

Water may permeate the sides of a pavement structure, particularly 
where coarse-gramed layers are present or where surface drainage facilities 
within the vicinity are inadequate. The water table may rise in the winter 
and spring seasons producing seasonal periods of low support in the roadbed 
soils and low resilient modulus in the paving materials which translates to 
lowered structural layer coefficients. 

Surface water will enter joints and cracks in the pavement, penetrate 
at the edges of the surfacing, or percolate through the surfacing and 
shoulders. This form of water entry can be alleviated by adequate sealing 
and maintenance. Water may move vertically in capillaries or interconnected 
water films. The possibility of this is greatest in silty soils and produces 
excessive frost heave problems. Water may move in vapor form, depending upon 
adequate temperature gradients and air void space, this movement typically 
involves small total amounts of moisture. 

Materials can and should be evaluated to establish their drainability 
capabilities. A procedure has been presented which allows these calculations 
to be completed to provide input into the AASHTO Design selection procedure 
for drainage adjustments. 
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MODULE2-5 

MEASURES OF PAVEMENT PERFORMANCE 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module discusses pavement performance, the types of pavemen~ 
performance and the significant indicators by which pavement performance 1s 
measured. The four major performance indicators, distress, serviceability, 
structural capacity, and surface friction, are briefly discussed. 

Upon completion of this module the participants will be able to 
accomplish the following: 

1. Describe the differences between functional and structural 
pavement performance. 

2. List and describe the pavement performance characteristics of the 
four major performance indicators. 

3. Discuss the relative magnitudes of the characteristics of the four 
performance indicators as they relate to pavement performance. 

4. Relate distresses to pavement failure in the different pavement 
types. 

2.0 DEFINITION OF PAVEMENT PERFORMANCE 

The measurable adequacy of a pavement's structural and functional 
service over a specified design period is termed its "performance." The 
public assesses pavement performance in subjective ways. As users, they are 
concerned with ride quality, safety, appearance, and convenience. As 
taxpayers, they expect pavements to last long enough to justify the cost of 
their construction. 

A pavement provides functional service by giving users a safe and 
comfortable ride for a specified range of speed. Functional service is 
comprised of several factors, including: 

1. Acceptable ride quality. 

2. Adequate surface friction for safety. 

3. Appropriate geometry for safety. 

4. Appearance of geometric adequacy. 

5. Appearance of condition. 

(Note: Geometric safety and appearance, while important to user 
satisfaction, are beyond the scope of this manual. For more information on 
these topics, the reader is referred to A Policy on Geometric Design of 
Highways and Streets by the American Association of State Highway and 
Transportation Officials.) 
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A pavement provides structural service by supporting traffic loadings 
and withstanding environmental influences. The types and thicknesses of 
materials used to construct the pavement layers dictate how the pavement will 
perform structurally. 

Structural and functional adequacy are closely related, but are not 
entirely interdependent. Structural detenoration of a pavement is 
manifested to some extent in diminished functional adequacy, in the forms of 
increased roughness, noise, and even hazard to vehicles and their occupants. 
However, some types of structural deterioration can occur and progress to 
fairly advanced stages without being noticeable to users. It is also 
possible for a pavement's functional adequacy to decrease without any 
significant change in structural adequacy ( e.g., loss of skid resistance). 

3.0 PERFORMANCE INDICATORS 

User assessments of pavement performance are, by their subjective 
nature, difficult to utilize directly in pavement design. There are, 
however, characteristics of pavements which (1) can be measured 
quantitatively and (2) can be correlated to the users' subjective assessments 
of performance. These characteristics are called "performance indicators." 
The four major performance indicators are: 

1. Visible distress. 

2. Structural adequacy. 

3. Surface friction. 

4. Roughness/serviceability. 

How these indicators are related to performance and how they can be measured 
are described in the remainder of this module. 

3.1 Visible Distress 

Distress occurs in pavements as a result of complex interactions of 
design, construction, materials, traffic, environment, and maintenance 
procedures. Visible distress should be quantified with respect to the 
following three parameters: 

1. Type. 

2. Severity. 

3. Quantity. 

The most significant distress types which occur in asphalt and concrete 
pavements are described in this section. Severity levels have been defined 
for each of the distress types (1). Although the thresholds between dist~ess 
levels are somewhat arbitrary, in general, they reflect the relative seventy 
of the distress state. Low-severity distress is evidence that deterioration 
mechanisms are occurring, but the distress is not serious enough to 
significantly affect ride quality or warrant immediate repair. At the other 
extreme, high-severity distress is evidence of substantial deterioration 
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that is likely to contribute to poor ride quality, and if it poses a safety 
hazard, warrants immediate repair. 

Distress quantities are measured in one of several ways, such as: 

1. Average magnitude in inches or millimeters over the entire project 
( e.g., for faulting and rut depth). 

2. Total linear quantity ( e.g., for transverse cracking). 

3. Total area quantity ( e.g., for block cracking). 

4. Percent of pavement area affected ( e.g. for map cracking). 

5. Number of occurrences ( e.g., for settlements and heaves). 

Distress types, severities, and guantities are determined during a 
distress survey of the pavement. The mformation is manually observed and 
either recorded on paper or entered into portable computers. Photographs can 
also be useful in noting distress locations. Work is underway on high-speed 
survey equipment which eliminates the need for manual interpretation (,4). 
See Reference 1 for more information on distress types, quantities, and 
measurements. 

3.1.1 Distresses in Concrete Pavements 

This section describes the appearance and probable causes of distresses 
which occur to jointed plain, jointed reinforced, and continuously reinforced 
concrete pavements, and concrete overlays. 

Blowup 

Blowups occur in concrete pavement joints or cracks when high 
temperature, mfiltration of incompressives into the joints or cracks or 
presence of reactive aggregate expands the concrete which produces excessive 
compressive stress in the slab. The compressive stress built up in the 
pavement is relieved by shattering or by buckling upward at the joint or 
crack. 

The accumulated infiltration of incompressibles into joints and cracks 
over a period of years, high temperatures, joint spacing, and the presence of 
"D" cracking or reactive aggregates are major factors m blowups. Blowups 
seldom occur in pavements with joint spacings less than 20 feet. 

Most blowups occur during the spring or early summer. Blowups usually 
occur in the late afternoon when the temperature peaks. Blowups have been 
known to occur in CRC pavements at transverse cracks where the steel has 
ruptured, permitting large crack openings and infiltration of 
incompressibles. 

Corner Break 

A corner break is a crack that intersects a transverse joint and the 
pavement edge in a jointed concrete pavement at a distance less than 6 feet 
on each side from the corner of the slab. A corner break extends vertically 
through the entire slab thickness. It should not be confused with a corner 
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spall, which is a crack running at an angle through the depth of the slab, 
and which is typically within 1 foot of the slab corner. 

Heavy repeated loads, loss of slab support, poor load transfer across 
the joint, and thermal curling and moisture warping stresses all contribute 
to corner breaks. 

Durability "D" Cracking 

Durability ("D") cracking is a series of closely spaced crescent
shaped cracks that appear at a concrete slab pavement surface adjacent and 
roughly parallel to transverse and longitudinal joints and the free edge of 
the pavement. 

"D" cracking is caused by freezing and thawing of saturated aggregates 
in the concrete. Many varieties of chert and limestone found in the Midwest 
are susceptible to this type of distress. Typically, "D" cracking is more 
severe at the bottom of the pavement than at the top. It first becomes 
evident on the surface at transverse joints and cracks. It then appears 
along longitudinal and shoulder joints and progresses toward the center of 
the slab. 

Faulting 

Faulting is a difference in elevation of two adjacent slabs at a joint 
or crack in a jointed concrete pavement. Faulting is caused by build up of 
loose materials under the approach slab and depression of the heave slab. 
The build-up of eroded or infiltrated materials is caused by pumping of water 
under the slab as heavy wheel loads pass over the joint or crack. Important 
factors in the development of faulting is the lack of good load transfer 
across the transverse joints and cracks and the pressure of an erodable 
subbase material. 

Joint Seal Damage 

Joint seal damage exists when incompressibles and/or water can 
infiltrate into the joints. Sealant failures may be due to poor durabilitY,, 
inappropriate reservoir shape, or sealant properties. Many sealant failures 
can be attributed to the fact that the depth-to-width ratio (shape factor) of 
the sealant reservoir is not appropriate for the sealant type and the 
magnitude of joint movements. Common types of joint sealant failures are: 

1. Extension of the sealant from the joint. 

2. Weed growth. 

3. Hardening of the sealant (oxidation). 

4. Loss of bond between the sealant and the joint reservoir sides 
( adhesive failure). 

5. Absence of sealant. 

6. Splitting of the sealant ( cohesive failure). 
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Longitudinal Cracking 

Longitudinal cracks run generally parallel to the centerline of the 
pavement. Improper construction of longitudinal joints, warping or curling 
of the concrete slab, and foundation movement due to swelling soils or frost 
heave are the major causes of longitudinal cracks. 

Pumping 

Pumping is caused by vertical movement of the slab at joints and cracks 
under wheel loads, which results in ejection of loose materials and water 
from under the pavement through the cracks and joints. Pumping becomes 
serious when the volume of displaced materials is such that large areas under 
slab corners are left unsupported. This results in increased stresses under 
loads, increased deflections, and eventually slab cracking. Pumping can also 
cause loose particles to collect between the joint faces and restrict slab 
expansion, which can lead to blowups. 

Punchout 

Punchouts are the major structural distress in CRC pavements. A 
punchout occurs when a section of concrete slab between two closely spaced 
transverse shrinkage crack breaks and is depressed into the subbase under 
repeated loads. This usually occurs at the outside edge of the truck lane. 
Evidence of pumping (fines on the pavement or shoulder surface) is often 
found near punchouts. 

Reactive Aggregate Distress 

Reactive aggregates contain silicates or carbonates which react with 
alkalies in Portland cement in the presence of moisture and cause expansion 
of the concrete. This expansion can be sufficient to cause build-up of 
compressive stress in the slab, resulting in fine, closely spaced 
longitudinal or map cracks and eventually severe spalling. Reactive 
aggregate distress may affect the entire slab area, but the resulting 
spalling usually begins at joints and cracks and progresses to larger 
portions of the slab area. 

Scaling and Map Cracking 

Map cracking, or crazing, is a network of shallow, fine, hairline 
cracks extending only into the upper surface of the slab. Scaling is the 
disintegration and loss of material from the concrete surface. Map cracking 
is caused by over-finishing, and may progress to scaling. Scaling is also 
caused by reinforcing steel being too close to the slab surface. 

Spalling at Joints and Cracks 

Spalling is cracking, breaking or chipping of the pavement at a joint 
or crack. S_palling differs from cracking in that the spall results in a 
crack runmng diagonally from the surface of the pavement to the face of the 
joint or crack. 

Spalling is caused by infiltration of incompressibles into the joints 
or cracks, joint lock-up, misaligned or corroded dowel bars, poorly designed 
joint forming inserts, or "D" cracking incompressibles. 
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Transverse and (Diagonal) Cracking 

Transverse cracks are cracks through the pavement slab that run 
generally perpendicular to the centerline across the slab. Repeated traffic 
loadings, curling and/or warping and drying shrinkage are the major causes of 
transverse cracking. 

In contrast to plain and jointed reinforced concrete pavements, 
transverse cracks are an expected phenomenon in CRC pavements and are 
generally not considered a distress. The shrinkage of the concrete produces 
tensile stress in the concrete, which is opposed by subbase friction and 
steel reinforcement. The reinforcing steel holds the cracks tight and 
insures load transfer through aggregate interlock. The transverse cracks 
become a distress when the reinforcing steel ruptures, the cracks open, and 
their widening leads to the intrusion of water, incompressibles and deicing 
chemicals into the cracks and loss of aggregate interlock. 

3.1.2 Distresses in Bituminous Pavements 

This section describes the appearance and probable causes or distresses 
which occur in asphalt-surface pavements and asphalt overlays. 

Alligator Cracking 

Alligator or fatigue cracking is a series of interconnecting cracks 
caused by fatigue failure of the asphalt concrete surface ( or stabilized 
base) under repeated traffic loading. The cracking generally initiates at 
the bottom of the asphalt surface ( or stabilized base) where tensile stress 
and strain is highest under a wheel load. The cracks propagate to the 
surface initially as one or more longitudinal parallel cracks. After 
repeated traffic loading the cracks connect, forming many-sided, sharp-angled 
pieces that develop a pattern resembling chicken wire or the skin of an 
alligator. The pieces are usually less than 1 foot on the longest side. 
Alligator cracking occurs only in areas that are subjected to repeated 
traffic loadings. Therefore, it would not occur over an entire area unless 
the entire area was subjected to traffic loading. Alligator cracking does 
not occur in asphalt overlays of concrete pavements, unless the slabs have 
disintegrated. Alligator cracking is considered a major structural distress. 

Bleeding 

Bleeding is a film of bituminous material on the pavement surface which 
creates a shiny, glass-like, reflecting surface that usually becomes quite 
sticky. Bleeding is caused by excessive amounts of asphalt cement in the mix 
and/or low air void contents. It occurs when asphalt fills the voids of the 
mix during hot weather and then expands out onto the surface of the 
pavement. Since the bleeding process is not reversible during cold weather, 
asphalt will accumulate on the surface. 

Longitudinal Cracking 

Longitudinal cracking other than alligator cracking is parallel to the 
pavement's centerline or laydown direction within the lane width. It may be 
caused by: 
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1. A poorly constructed paving. lane joint. 

2. Shrinkage of the AC surface due to low temperatures or hardening 
of the asphalt. 

3. A reflective crack caused by cracks beneath the surface course, 
including cracks in PCC slabs (but not at lane edge longitudinal 
joints). 

Raveling and Weathering 

Raveling and weathering are the wearing away of the pavement surface 
caused by the dislodging of aggregate particles (ravelmg) and loss of 
asphalt binder (weathering). They generally indicate that the asphalt binder 
has hardened significantly. 

Rutting 

A rut is a longitudinal surface depression in the wheel path. Pavement 
uplift may occur along the sides of the rut. In many instances ruts are 
noticeable only after a rainfall, when the wheel paths are filled with 
water. Rutting usually stems from permanent deformation in any or all of the 
pavement layers or subgrade, usually caused by consolidation or lateral 
movement of the materials due to traffic loads. Rutting may be caused by 
plastic movement in the mix in hot weather, inadequate compaction during 
construction, or abrasion by studded tires. Significant rutting can lead to 
major structural failure of the pavement and hydroplaning potential. 

Transverse Cracking 

Transverse (non-reflective) cracks extend across the pavement 
centerline or direction of laydown and are caused by shrinkage of the AC 
surface due to low temperatures or hardening of the asphalt. These types of 
cracks are not usually load associated, although loads can cause them to 
develop. 

Reflection Cracking 

This distress occurs on pavements having an asphalt concrete (AC) 
surface over a jointed Portland cement concrete (PCC) slab. The cracks occur 
in the AC over cracks or joints in the underlying PCC slab. Reflection 
cracking is caused mainly by movement of the PCC slab beneath the AC surface 
because of thermal and moisture changes; it is generally not load 
associated. However, traffic loading may cause a breakdown of the AC near 
the initial crack, resulting in spalling. A knowledge of slab dimensions 
beneath the AC surface will help to identify these cracks. 

3.2 Structural Adequacy 

Structural design of a pavement begins with a forecast of the types and 
volumes of vehicle traffic expected to use the pavement over a specified 
future period of time. Pavement layer materials are then selected, and 
thicknesses of these layers are determined which will provide a structure 
capable of supporting the forecasted traffic over the time period without 
fading. 

211 



In Blocks 3 and 4, the various procedures available for designing 
flexible and rigid pavements are described in detail. Any procedure used has 
some criterion associated with it for judging whether or not a pavement is 
structurally adequate. This criterion is generally some measure of pavement 
condition which has been arbitrarily defined to represent "failure." The 
failure criterion may be distress related, such as: 

1. 50 percent of slabs cracked in a jointed concrete pavement. 

2. 10 percent of the pavement area alligator-cracked in an asphalt 
concrete pavement. 

3. Average rutting of 0.5 inch on an asphalt concrete pavement. 

Structural adequacy can also be assessed by nondestructive testing, in 
which electronic sensors measure the deflection of the pavement under a load 
of known magnitude. A magnitude of deflection which corresponds to poor 
structural capacity can be used as a failure criterion for either concrete or 
asphalt pavements. 

3.3 Surface Friction 

The term "surface friction" refers to the characteristic of pavement 
surfaces that inhibits skidding of tires. Three factors influence a 
pavement's surface friction: microtexture, macrotexture, and transverse 
slope. Microtexture refers to the "roughness" of the coarse aggregate 
particle surfaces and of the binder ( either asphalt or cement paste) 
including the fine aggregate particles. Microtexture contributes to friction 
by adhesion with vehicle tires. Macrotexture refers to the overall texture 
of the pavement, which is controlled by the surface finishing technique in 
concrete pavements and by the aggregate size and gradation in asphalt 
pavements. Transverse slope contributes to surface friction by removing 
water from the pavement surface. A slope of at least 1 percent is necessary 
for adequate surface drainage. 

Inadequate surface friction of a newly constructed pavement may be 
attributed to: 

1. Poor construction techniques. 

2. Poor materials selection or mix design. 

3. Poor transverse slope. 

Construction is typically controlled by field inspection and thus is beyond 
the control of the pavement design engineer. The design engineer does have 
control of materials selection, mix design, and transverse slope 
requirements. 

Several methods exist for measuring surface friction. In general, the 
methods involve dragging a test tire over the wet pavement surface, and 
measuring the resistance between the pavement surface and the tire. See 
References 3 and 4 for further information on friction measuring equipment 
and procedures. 
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3.4 Roughness/Serviceability 

Users assess the condition of a pavement largely in terms of ride 
quality. Serviceability is thus defined as the ability of a pavement to 
provide a safe and comfortable ride to users. Serviceability is quantified 
m terms of the Present Serviceability Rating (PSR ). A group of individuals 
ride the pavement and rate it on a scale from Oto five, where: 

0-1 = Very poor 
1-2 = Poor 
2-3 = Fair 
3-4= Good 
4-5 = Very good 

A PSR of five indicates a perfect pavement, whereas a rating of zero 
represents an impassable pavement. 

At the AASHO Road Test, PSRs were correlated with measurements of 
roughness and distress (patching and cracking). The regression analysis done 
with the Road Test data resulted in equations for a Present Serviceability 
Index (PSI), which predicts serviceability from roughness and distress. 

The general form of the PSI regression equation is: 

where: 

PSI = Pavement Serviceability Index 
A 0 , A1, A2, A3 are constants 
R = Measure of roughness 
F1, F2 = Physical measurement of cracks and patches 

Thus the PSI is a computed number obtained from the regression equation 
containing roughness and distress terms which correlates well with the 
subjective rating (PS) of a panel of users. The original PSI equations 
developed from the AASTHO Road Test are given as follows: 

Flexible Pavement 

PSI= 5.03-1.91 log (1 + SV) - 1.38 (RD)2 -0.01 (C+P)0.5 

where: 

SV = slope variance over the se2tion from CHLOE 
profilometer, X 10 (in/ft) 

RD = mean rut depth, inches 
C = Class 2 + Cljss 3 all~ator cracking, n2;1000 ft2 
P = Patching, ft /1000 ft 

The slope variance, which represents roughness, is a statistical 
measure of the profile of the pavement measured in both wheel paths, as given 
by: 

SV= [ (Iy2 -(1/n)( Iy)2)]/(n-1) 

213 



where: 

where: 

y = the difference in elevation between two points one foot apart, 
in/ft 

n = number of measurements 

Rigid Pavement 

PSI= 5.41- 1.78 log (1 + SV) - .09(C + P)O.S 

C = Class 2 and1ealed c5_1-cks, n2 /1000 n2 
P = Patching, ft /1000 ft 

Many agencies have converted the slope variance term to a roughness 
index as measured with any of several types of roughness measuring 
equipment. More recently, non-contact roughness measuring equipment has been 
introduced for rapid data collection procedures (::!:). 

In both of these equations, measured roughness (indicated by the slope 
variance) dominates the computed value of serviceability. The practical 
implication of this is that roughness most significantly affects the users' 
assessment of ride quality. 

Even though the regression equations contain distress terms, the 
distress does not contribute much to the accuracy of the equations because 
the roughness term dominates. Many agencies have simply correlated the 
subjective panel rating directly with roughness measurements. The 
correlation of the rating panel of highway users with roughness can provide 
an entirely adequate equation by which to compute the PSI. See References 3 
and 4 for more information on roughness measuring equipment and procedures. 
Development of the serviceability concept is explained in detail in 
Reference 2. 

4.0 SUMMARY 

Pavement performance is the measurable adequacy of a pavement's 
functional and structural service over a specified design period. Pavement 
performance is a very real concern to the public, as roadway users and as 
taxpayers. 

Users assess pavement performance in subjective and imprecise ways. In 
order to achieve good performance through design, the engineer must 
understand how quantitative measures are called "performance indicators." 
The four major performance indicators are visible distress, structural 
adequacy, surface friction, and roughness/serviceability. 

5.0 REFERENCES 

1. Smith, R. E., M. I. Darter, and S. M. Herrin, "Highway Pavement 
Distress Identification Manual," Federal Highway Administration Report 
No. FHWA-RD-79-66, 1979. 

214 



2. Carey, W. N., Jr., and D. E. Irick, "The Pavement Serviceability
Performance Concept," Highway Research Bulletin No. 250, 1960. 

3. Shahin, M. Y. and M. I. Darter, "Pavement Functional Condition 
Indicators," U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Civil Engineering Research 
Laboratory Technical Report No. C-15, 1975. 

4. Crovetti, J. A and M. Y. Shahin, "Long-Term Pavement Performance 
Equipment Selection", a draft report prepared for the Strategic Highway 
Research Program, August 1986. 

215 



This page intentionally left blank 

216 



MODULE2-6 

VEHICLE AND TRAFFIC CONSIDERATIONS 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module presents traffic considerations which must be included to 
design a pavement structure. The important conversion of mixed traffic to 
equivalent single axle loads is presented. The concept of a load equivalency 
factor and a damage factor and the role in calculating equivalent axle loads 
are presented. The interaction between tire pressure, axle type, axle load, 
tire type, and vehicle configuration as they affect pavement performance are 
discussed and the influence of these parameters on pavement design are 
presented. 

Upon completion of this module the participant will be able to 
accomplish the following: 

1. Use traffic vehicle classification counts and W-4 tables to 
calculate the 18 kip equivalent single axle loads (ESAL) for a 
pavement design project. 

2. Describe differences in damage factors and explain where 
differences arise and how the differences can impact a pavement 
design procedure. 

3. Describe the difference between projections of traffic based on 
total traffic, trucks, vehicle classification and the impact on 
ESAL predictions by using different counts. 

4. Discuss the impact of tire pressures, tire types and vehicle 
configuration on the calculation of damage factors and the 18 Kip 
ESAL. 

5. Discuss the need for adequate traffic sampling plans, and 
conversion of data to project specific data, and how weigh in 
motion (WIM) information can improve the evaluation process. 

6. Determine truck lane distribution factors for different highway 
conditions and describe the importance of this factor. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

One of the most important input parameters for any pavement thickness 
design method is traffic. The traffic on any pavement is a combination of 
many different types of vehicles having different gross weights and 
distributions of axle weights. This is unlike the AASHO Road Test which used 
uniform load conditions on each loop and compared the rate of deterioration 
of each pavement. 

For many design procedures the loads applied to the pavement structure 
by each car and truck during a period must be converted into a number of 
equivalent 18 kip single axle loads (ESAL) which is used as the standard by 
nearly all highway agencies. The process of collecting mixed traffic data 
and convertmg it into equivalent 18-kip ESALs is complex. It is also 
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important to realize that axle type and weight are far more critical for 
pavement performance than vehicle gross weight. Two different trucks could 
have the same gross weight but cause greatly different amounts of damage to a 
pavement, depending upon their axle configuration. 

To accomplish the above, the pavement engineer must understand the 
process of gathenng, projecting, and converting traffic data into equivalent 
18 kip single axle loads using the damage factor concept. Each vehicle 
loading causes the pavement layers to deflect under the applied load. The 
method used to convert these mixed traffic loadings to an equivalent number 
of standard load applications is often done through theoretical comparisons 
of the damage done by a load to the damage done by the standard load. 

3.0 TRAFFICANALYSIS 

A complete analysis of the traffic to develop adequate ESALs for design 
must include an analysis of the traffic volume and the weight distribution 
among the specific vehicles using the highway. 

3.1 Traffic Volume 

The minimum traffic data collected for a pavement design is the average 
daily traffic (ADT), and the average daily truck traffic (ADTT). This can be 
obtained from actual traffic counts on the roadway being designed, if the 
existing pavement structure is to be reconstructed. Counts on nearby 
highways, although less accurate, can be used for new pavements. Traffic 
volume maps which show the traffic counts over time on various roadways 
within a given area can also be used although they are far less accurate than 
an actual count. The designer must remember to adjust the numbers collected 
for the changes in traffic which occur on a daily (weekday versus weekend) 
basis and on a seasonal (summer versus winter) basis. Figure 2-6.1 
illustrates this information plotted over time. 

As will be discussed later in this module, the AADT is not the only 
factor which must be used in the calculation of the ESALs expected to use the 
pavement. Additional data includes the rate of traffic growth, directional 
distribution, and lane distribution. Two common approaches to develop the 
average traffic over the design period are used. Simple rate formulas, and 
more conveniently, tables and graphs, are available to project the initial 
ADT to the ADT at the end of the design period. An average value of ADT 
initial and ADT final will then be calculated and called the design ADT. 
Alternatively, simple growth factor formulas can be used to calculate a 
traffic projection factor that when multiplied by the initial ADT will give 
the design ADT. 

3.2.1 Truck Volume 

When the amount of traffic has been determined, two problems still 
exist before the traffic data can be used for pavement design. First, the 
percentage of trucks in the traffic stream must be determined. Second, and 
most importantly, the classifications of the trucks in the traf1ic stream 
must be determined. Different classes of trucks will carry different 
loadings, and they should not be combined in a gross manner. The use of 
percent trucks to calculate an ESAL value per truck must be done from precise 
determinations of the different classes of trucks in the traffic stream. 
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This truck classification information must be determined accurately. 
Figure 2-6.2 shows a summary of truck distributions on various highway 
classes in the United States. The average percentage of commercial trucks 
( excluding four tired panels and pickups) 1s about 15 percent, but varies up 
to 50 percent. Tables such as these should not be used as an estimator as 
they are traditionally low because there have been large increases in truck 
traffic over the past twenty years. 

The number and class of trucks which will travel over a new or 
reconstructed highway can best be determined from a vehicle count at that 
specific location. Traffic count data collected on other routes, or from the 
state's standard collection procedures must be thoroughly evaluated before 
deciding that a count at the project is not needed. Although this general 
information is very useful, the project specific data can be much more 
accurate if performed properly. However, if the project specific survey is 
not performed properly, the results can have errors of 50 percent or higher 
(1). 

3.2.2 Vehicle Classifications 

There are thirteen classes of vehicles which should be used to develop 
the design ESALs. These classes are: 

1. Motorcycles ( optional). 
2. Passenger Cars. 
3. Other Two-Axle, Four-Tire Single Unit vehicles. 
4. Buses. 
5. Two-Axle, Six-Tire, Single Unit truck. 
6. Three-Axle Single Unit Trucks. 
7. Four or more Axle Single Unit Trucks. 
8. Four or Less Axle Single Trailer Trucks. 
9. Five-Axle Single Trailer Trucks. 
10. Six or More Axle Single Trailer Trucks. 
11. Five or Less Axle Multi-Trailer Trucks. 
12. Six-Axle Multi-Trailer Trucks. 
13. Seven or More Axle Multi-Trailer Trucks. 

It is critical to record the actual numbers of each vehicle class for 
design purposes. As will be discussed later, vehicle class can have a 
sigmficant impact on the calculation of 18-kip ESAL values for structural 
design of a new pavement. 

3.3 Truck Weights 

Just as the distribution of truck types is important, the weights of 
the trucks in each classification is equally important. As the shipping 
industry continues to undergo changes with deregulation and c~anging 
population centers, the distribution of classes of trucks, and the Ir cargoes 
will continue to change. If these changes are not accurately recorded, 
predictions for pavement design cannot be done accurately. The two fa~tors 
which must be considered together for pavement design are the gross weight of 
the truck, and the axle distribution of this weight. 
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Traffic 

ADTT .. 
Axle-load ADT category Description % Per day , Residential streets 

200-800 1-3 up to 25 Rural and secondary roads (low to 
medium·) 

2 Collector streets 
Rural and secondary roads (high•) 700-5000 5-18 40-1000 
Arterial streets and primary roads (low•} 

3 Arterial streets and primary roads 3000-12, 000 8-30 500-5000+ 
(medium·) 2Iane 
Expressways and urban and rural 3000-50,000+ 
Interstate (low to medium·) 4 lane or more 

4 Arterial streets, primary roads, 3000-20,000 8-30 1500-8000+ 
expressways (high•) 21ane 
Urban and rural Interstate (medium to 3000-150,000+ 
high•) 4 lane or more 

•The descriptors high, medium, or low refer to the relative weights of axle loads for the type of street or road; 
that is, "low" for a rural Interstate would represent heavier loads than "low" for a secondary road. 

'Trucks -two-axle. four-tire trucks excluded. 

Maximum axle loads, kips 

Single axles Tandem axles 

22 36 

26 44 

30 52 

34 60 

Figure 2-6.2. Percentages of Four-Tire Single Units and Trucks on 
Various Highway Systems. (!Q) 
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3.3.1 Truck Weigh Stations 

Knowledge of truck weights and axle load distribution has largely been 
determined using truck weigh stations. Several deficiencies exist with this 
procedure, however. First, the number of stations in any given state is 
limited. According to a recent TRB survey, the number of stations vary from 
a low of 5 in one state to a high of 64 in another state (.8). Not all of 
these locations may be permanent sites, however, and the average number of 
sites per state ( excluding the one state with 64 reported loadometer 
stations) was only 15 locations. Unless a loadometer station is located 
close to the area of the pavement being designed, it is questionable as to 
whether the load and distribution data can be applied accurately to the 
roadway under design. 

Second, not many weigh stations operate continuously. Some are open 
only on weekdays or only during daylight hours. Numerous studies have 
demonstrated that the truck traffic and weight distribution varies 
significantly during the week, as well as during the day (~). Other weigh 
stations operate on a 24 hour basis but only for one or two days per week. 
The data thus obtained is biased and must be adjusted. Third, it is well 
known that overloaded trucks can bypass the loadometer stations when they are 
open. The data collected will represent a sample, and the collection 
procedures must insure that they are unbiased, or the sample will not 
represent the actual weight distribution. 

3.3.2 Equipment 

Again, it is vital to use actual data collected from the project in 
question. Actual data on the project will provide a more accurate design. 
This requires portable devices that can be taken to the project in questmn. 
This equipment can consist of portable static scales, or the newer weigh in 
motion scales (WIM). At present, the static scales have more accuracy than 
the WIM scales, but new advances are closing this gap. The WIM devices have 
advantages that can surpass any inaccuracy. The high speed WIM offers a high 
degree of flexibility in data collection and reporting with the use of high 
speed digital processors. There is little or no disruption to the traffic 
stream. They provide for some measure of concealment which can enhance the 
data credibility and more than offset any inaccuracy in the actual load 
measurement because vehicles which might have deliberately avoided a standard 
scale, will be captured on the WIM. Further, they are highly practical in 
heavy volume areas because they do not interrupt the traffic stream, and are 
relatively easy to install. They can be installed in each lane of a 
multi-lane facility to provide an accurate distribution of the loadings and 
traffic in each lane which can be used in design. 

3.4 Components of a Monitoring Program 

To obtain accurate 18 kip ESAL data for a pavement design, a weighing 
program should provide the following (1): 

1. Truck volumes by truck classification. 

2. Volume growth rate for each truck type. 
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3. 18-kip ESAL factor, or truck factor, for each truck classification 
and the corresponding growth rate for this ESAL factor. 

4. Lane distribution for the truck traffic, preferably by truck 
type. 

5. Variations in the average weight of each truck classification by 
lane, reflecting the assumption that trucks traveling in the slow 
lanes are more heavily loaded than those in the fast lanes and 
thus have above-average truck factors. 

6. The percentage of equivalent axle loads (ESALs) occurring during 
the spring freeze-thaw cycle months. 

7. The percentage of truck traffic expected to experience creep 
speeds during the hot summer months. 

The importance of collecting accurate data on the weight and volumes of 
each classification of truck using the pavement has been shown in a recent 
series of data collected by FHW A, and in individual states using Weigh in 
Motion equipment. While the growth rate for all vehicles may be only 3 - 5 
percent, the growth rate for multi-axle trucks is some 3 - 5 times greater. 
This is shown in Table 2-6.1 (4). If this difference is not accounted for in 
the design it will produce a significant error in the total number of ESALs 
used to design the pavement. 

3.5 Directional Distribution Estimates 

3.5.1 Volume Estimates for Trucks 

For pavement design purposes it is necessary to divide the total number 
of cars and trucks into two parts, one part for each direction of travel. In 
most cases this is done by simply dividing the ADT and ADTT volume in half. 
For some situations, however, more vehicles may be travelling in one 
direction than the other. Traffic count data should indicate any bias in 
directional travel. 

3.5.2 Axle Weights for Trucks 

More importantly, there is often a significant difference in the gross 
weight of the vehicles travelling in one particular direction. A large ocean 
port facility where heavily loaded trucks are carrying products to the port, 
but returning much more lightly loaded is one such example. This must be 
accounted for through the truck axle weight distribution and design truck 
factor to be discussed later. 

3.6 Lane Distribution Estimates 

A design lane must be selected to design the pavement. The design lane 
is the lane carrying the larger number of ESALs. For a two lane highway, 
assuming no directional differences, either lane can be used as the design 
lane and 50 percent of the total ADTT volume and ESAL numbers will be the 
same in each of the two lanes. On roadways having four or more lanes, the 
design lane is usually taken as the outside driving lane. Most of the truck 
traffic, and therefore most of the equivalent axle loads, will operate in 
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LOCATION 

MT - I-94, 

MT - I-90, 

MT - I-90, 

MT - I-90, 

WA - I-90, 

WA - I-5, 

OR - I-5, 

Table 2-6 .1. Growth Rates For Different Classes 
of Trucks. 

ANNUAL GROWTH RATES (PERCENT) 

ALL ALL TRUCKS 18 KIP 
VEHICLES TRUCKS 5 AXLE OR GREATER EAL'S 

Hilbaux to ND 3.4 5.4 6.3 10.3 

Billings to Laurel 4.0 s. r 13.1 18.9 

Butte 2.6 4.2 9.9 N/A 

Superior West 3.9 9.5 10.4 10.4 

Cle Elum, WA 2 .1 N/A 5.6 8.5 

Vancouver to Olympia, WA 3.6 N/A 10.1 13.2 

Ashland, OR 4.1 8.8 11. 7 12.6 

OR - I-84, Oregon-Idaho Border 4.4 8.0 10.4 11.1 

AVERAGE 3.5 7.33 9.69 12.1 
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this lane. The actual distribution of loads, however, will vary with the 
particular roadway and the number of lanes in each direction, and should be 
determined on the project of interest. Table 2-6.2 provides approximate data 
on the percentage of truck traffic which might be travelling in the design 
lane (6.). While these numbers should be used with great caution, the 
principle behind these percentages must be used to accurately determine the 
exact number of ESALs to be used in the thickness design. Further, 
differences between lanes can be used as support for designing different 
thicknesses for the different lanes if this is an available option. 

4.0 CONVERSION OF MIXED TRAFFIC TO ESALs FOR PAVEMENT DESICN 

The principle of design is that different wheel loads on a pavement 
structure produce different stresses and strains in the pavement layers. 
Further, different layer thickness or materials will also produce different 
stresses. It is the stresses or strains which produce deterioration in the 
pavement. Because different loadings produce different stresses they also 
produce different rates of deterioration in the pavement. Because of these 
differences it is normally necessary to reduce the mixture of traffic to a 
common value for design. This common base is the 18-kip ESAL, as discussed 
previously, and the conversion is done with the load equivalency factors. 

4.1 Equivalency Factors 

The AASHO Road Test forms the experimental model for converting m ixccl 
traffic loads to a common input parameter. At the Road Test, similar 
pavement designs were loaded with different axle types and loadings so that 
the direct effect of each axle type and load on the loss of present 
serviceability could be determined independently over a range of pavement 
designs. 

The traffic equivalency factor as developed from the Road Test is a 
numerical factor that expresses the relationship of a given axle load to a 
standard axle load for the pavement to reach a given present serviceability 
index. The relationship is as follows: 

LEF = 

Number of 18-kip single axle load applications to cause a 
given loss of serviceability 

Number of X-kip single ( or tandem) axle load applications to 
cause the same loss of serviceability 

For example, consider two identical pavement structures that carried 
the following loads until the serviceability dropped from 4.2 to 2.5: 

1. 100,000 load applications of an 18-kip single axle 

2. 14,347 load applications of a 30-kip single axle 

The load equivalency factor would be l00,000/14,347 for an LEF of 6.97 for 
the 30-kip smgle axle. this means that 14,347 passes of the 30-kip single 
axle produces as much damage as 100,000 applications of the 18-kip single 
axle. 
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Table 2-6.2. Truck Distribution for Multiple Lane Highways 
(129 Counts in 6 States, 1982-83) (_§_). 

---------------~----~---~---------~~---~-~-----~~~~---~---------
One-Way 2 Lanes (One-Direction) 3+ Lanes (One-Direction) 

ADT Inner Outer Inner* Center Outer 
~---~-~----------~---------~--~-------~--~--~--~~~---~----------

2,000 6** 94 6 12 82 
4,000 12 88 6 18 76 
6,000 15 85 7 21 72 

8,000 18 82 7 23 70 
10,000 19 81 7 25 68 
15,000 23 77 7 28 65 

20,000 25 75 7 30 63 
25,000 27 73 7 32 61 
30,000 28 72 8 33 59 

35,000 30 70 8 34 58 
40,000 31 69 8 35 57 
50,000 33 67 8 37 55 

60,000 34 66 8 39 53 
70,000 8 40 52 
80,000 8 41 51 

100,000 9 42 49 

---------------------~~----~--~~-------~-~---~--~----~---~~-----
* Combined inner one or more lanes. 
** Percent of all trucks in one direction (note that the 

proportion of trucks in one direction sums to 100 percent). 
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Because each pavement structure responds differently to any one axle 
load, each pavement type or structure will have different load equivalency 
factors. If the point of failure is changed, the relationship between number 
of loadings to reach the level of failure will also change. This is why 
there are load equivalency factors for both flexible and rigid pavements, and 
why they change for different structural levels of the pavement (SN) and why 
they change for different failure levels. Examples of the AASHTO load 
equivalency factors for flexible and rigid pavements are shown in Figure 
2-6.3 and Figure 2-6.4 respectively for a terminal serviceability (Pt) of 
2.5. 

4.2 Calculations ofESALApplications 

The traffic stream must be defined and broken into units corresponding 
to data available in the load equivalency tables in order to convert the 
mixed traffic stream into an equivalent number of 18-kip single axle load 
applications. For example: 

Axle Weight Number Equivalency 
~ (Pounds) of Axles Factor 

Single 18,000 100 1.00 
Single 22,000 100 2.18 
Tandem 18,000 1,000 0.08 
Tandem 48,000 10 4.17 

Totals 1,210 

Thus, a total of 440 18-kip ESALs would pass over this pavement in the time 
period covered by the measurement of the traffic stream. It is important to 
have an accurate count of axles per truck and the weight per axle on the 
truck. With this information, the truck factor can be calculated for use in 
this conversion of mixed traffic. 

It is necessary to compute the average 18-kip equivalent single axle 
load per truck (the truck factor). It is recommended that a truck factor be 
computed for each general truck classification ( e.g., six or more axle 
single-trailer trucks, five or less axle multi-trailer trucks, six-axle 
multi-trialer trucks, etc.). Some design procedures use an average truck 
factor for all trucks in the traffic stream. This is an approximate method 

Number of 
18-kip ESALs 

100 
218 
80 
42 

440 

and not recommended for design, however. Engineers should obtain loadomcter 
date ( e.g.~ specific weigh station W-4 tables, weigh-in-motion scales) for · 
the specific highway under consideration and not use these averages if at all 
possible. 

Due to many economic, legal, political and other factors, there have 
been and are currently underway, changes in the axle configuration for 
trucks. It also appears that a larger number of trucks are running with more 
cargo. This has produced a dramatic shift in recent years in the mean truck 
factor (ESAL per truck), and the use of today's mean truck factor will result 
in grossly underestimatmg the total 18-kip ESAL over the next ten or twenty 
years. 

The observation of historical increases in the truck factor is very 
important to understanding the amount of change that has taken place and that 
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Figure 2-6.3. AASHTO Axle Load Equivalency Factors, Flexible Pavement. (2). 

Table D.5. Axle load equivalency factors tor flexible pavements, Table D.6. Axle load equivalency factors for flexible pavements, triple 
tandem axles and p1of 2.5. axles and ptof 2.5. 

Axle Pavement Structural Number (SN) Axle Pavement Structural Number (SN) 
Axle load equivalency factors for flexible pavements. Load Load 

Table D.4. 
{kips) , 2 3 4 5 6 fkip1) , 2 3 4 6 6 

single axles and p1 2.5. 

Axle Pavement Structural Number {SN) 
2 .0001 .0001 .0001 .0000 .0000 .0000 2 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000 

Load 
5 6 4 .0005 .0005 .0004 .0003 .0003 .0002 4 .0002 .0002 .0002 .0001 .0001 .0001 

(kips) 1 2 3 4 
6 .002 .002 .002 .001 .001 .001 6 .0006 .0007 .0005 .0004 .0003 .0003 
8 .004 .006 .005 .004 .003 .003 8 .001 .002 .001 .001 .001 .001 

.0002 .0002 .0002 10 .008 .013 .011 .009 .007 ,006 10 .003 .004 .003 .002 .002 .002 
2 .0004 .0004 .0003 12 .015 .024 .023 .018 .014 .013 12 .005 .007 .006 .004 .003 .003 
4 .003 .004 .004 .003 .002 .002 

.042 .033 .027 .024 14 .008 .012 .010 .008 .006 .006 14 .026 .041 
6 .011 .017 .017 .013 .010 .009 

.070 .057 .047 .043 16 .012 .019 .018 .013 .010 16 .044 .065 .011 
8 .032 .047 .051 .041 .034 .031 

.097 .109 .092 .077 .070 18 .018 .029 .028 .021 .017 .016 18 .070 
10 .078 .102 .118 ,102 .088 .080 

.162 .121 .i10 20 .027 .042 .042 .032 .027 .024 20 .107 .141 .141 
12 .168 .198 .229 .213 .189 .176 

.229 .207 .180 .166 22 .038 .058 .060 .048 .040 .036 .342 22 .160 .198 
14 .328 .358 .399 .388 .360 

24 .231 .273 .315 .292 .260 .242 24 .053 .078 .084 .068 .057 .051 .623 .606 16 .591 .613 .646 .645 
26 .327 .370 .420 401 .364 .342 26 .072 .103 .114 .095 .080 .072 1.00 18 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
28 .451 .493 .548 .534 .495 .470 28 .098 .133 .151 .128 .109 .099 

20 1.61 1.57 1.49 1.47 1.51 1.55 
.703 .695 .658 .633 30 .129 .169 .195 .170 .145 .133 2.30 30 .611 .648 

22 2.48 2.38 2.17 2.09 2.18 
32 .813 .843 .889 .887 .857 .834 32 .169 .213 ,247 .220 .191 .175 3.03 3.27 24 3.69 3.49 3.09 2.89 
34 1.06 1.08 1 .11 1. 11 1.09 1.08 34 .219 .266 .308 .281 .246 .228 3.91 4.09 4.48 26 5.33 4.99 4.31 
36 1.38 1.38 1.38 1.38 1.38 1.38 36 .279 .329 .379 .352 .313 .292 

28 7.49 6.98 5.90 5.21 5.39 5.98 
1.69 1.68 1.70 1.73 38 .352 .403 .461 .436 .393 .368 7.0 7.8 38 1.75 1.73 

N 30 10.3 9.5 7.9 6.8 
40 2.21 2.16 2.06 2.03 2.08 2.14 40 .439 .491 .554 .533 .487 .459 8.8 8.9 10.0 N 32 13.9 12.8 10.5 
42 2.76 2.67 2.49 2.43 2.51 2.61 42 .543 .594 .661 .644 .597 .567 11.3 11.2 12.5 00 34 18.4 16.9 13.7 
44 3.41 3.27 2.99 2.88 3.00 3.16 44 .666 .714 .781 .769 .723 .692 13.9 15.5 36 24.0 22.0 17.7 14.4 
46 4.18 3.98 3.58 3.40 3.55 3.79 46 .811 .854 .918 .911 .868 .838 

28.3 22.6 18.1 17.2 19.0 38 30.9 48 5.08 4.80 4.25 3.98 4.17 4.49 48 .979 1.015 1.072 1.069 1.033 1.005 
40 39.3 35.9 28.5 22.5 21.1 23.0 

5.76 5.03 4.64 4.86 5.28 50 1.17 1.20 1.24 1.25 1.22 1.20 35.6 27.8 25.6 27.7 50 6.12 
42 49.3 45.0 6.87 5.93 5.38 5.63 6.17 52 1.40 1.41 1.44 1.44 1.43 1.41 34.0 31.0 33.1 52 7.33 
44 61.3 55.9 44.0 

8.14 6.95 6.22 6.47 7.15 54 1.66 1.66 1.66 1.66 1.66 1.66 41.4 37.2 39.3 54 8.72 
46 75.5 68.8 54.0 

56 10.3 9.6 8.1 7.2 7.4 8.2 56 ·1.95 1.93 1.90 1.90 1.91 1.93 
48 92.2 83.9 65.7 50.1 44.5 46.5 

8.2 8.4 9.4 58 2.29 2.25 2.17 2.16 2.20 2.24 60. 53. 55. 58 12.1 11.3 9.4 
50 112. 102. 79. 

60 14.2 13.1 10.9 9.4 9.6 10.7 60 2.67 2.60 2.48 2.44 2.51 2.58 
62 16.5 15.3 12.6 10.7 10.8 12.1 62 3.09 3.00 2.82 2.76 2.85 2.95 
64 19.1 17.6 14.5 12.2 12.2 13.7 64 3.57 3.44 3.19 3.10 3.22 3.36 
66 22.1 20.3 16.6 13.8 13.7 15.4 66 4.11 3.94 3.61 3.47 3.62 3.81 
68 25.3 23.3 18.9 15.6 15.4 17.2 68 4.71 4.49 4.06 3.88 4.05 4.30 
70 29.0 26.6 21.5 17.6 17.2 19.2 70 5.38 5.11 4.57 4.32 4.52 4.84 
72 33.0 30.3 24.4 19.8 19.2 21.3 72 6.12 5.79 5.13 4.80 5.03 5.41 
74 37.5 34.4 27.6 22.2 21.3 23.6 74 6.93 6.54 5.74 5.32 5.57 6.04 
76 42.5 38.9 31.1 24.8 23.7 26.1 76 7.84 7.37 6.41 5.88 6.15 6.71 
78 48.0 43.9 35.0 27.B 26.2 28.B 78 8.83 8.28 7.14 6.49 6.78 7.43 
80 54.0 49.4 39.2 30.9 29.0 31.7 BO 9.92 9.28 7.95 7.15 7.45 8.21 
82 60.6 55.4 43.9 34.4 32.0 34.8 82 11.1 i0.4 8.8 7.9 8.2 9.0 
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86 75.7 69.1 54.5 42.3 38.8 41.7 86 13.8 12.9 10.8 9.5 9.8 10.9 
88 84.3 76.9 60.6 468 42.6 45.5 88 15,4 14.3 11.9 10.4 10.6 11.9 
90 93.7 85.4 67.1 51.7 46.8 49.7 90 17.1 15.8 13.2 11.3 11.6 12.9 



Figure 2-6.4. AASHTO Axle Load Equivalency Factors, Rigid Pavement. (2) 
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will affect the future. The following data illustrate the change in average 
U. S. Interstate rural highway flexible pavement ESAL per truck from 1971 to 
1982: 

Year ESAL!fruck 

1971 0.595 
1975 0.691 
1979 0.766 
1982 0.929 

An example of the change in truck factor for one state on Interstate 
highways is shown in Figure 2-6.5, in the W-4 data curve. However, even 
reliance on historical data may be erroneous if truck categories are grouped 
in large classifications as shown here, rather than separated by weight 
classifications. More accurate breakdown by truck type and weight 
classification is required for accurate predictions of the truck factor. 
Figure 2-6.6 also shows that the mean truck factor (for all trucks in this 
case) may be considerably different when the standard W-4 tables are used 
than if weigh-in-motion scales are used. The WIM mean truck factor is a full 
twenty percent greater than the W-4 value. 

4.3 Calculation Procedure for ESAL Applications 

To calculate ESAL applications, first convert the traffic data into a 
truck load factor. This is done with the W-4 data discussed previously. The 
truck factor must not be calculated as a general ESAL factor for all trucks 
in the traffic stream. The truck factor must be calculated for each class of 
truck, as described previously. Figure 2-6.7 contains data from the weighing 
of 5-axle, tractor semi-trailer trucks at a specific weigh station (2). The 
traffic equivalency factors were obtained from Figure 2-6.3 and Figure 
2-6.4. The number of axles recorded represents the grouping or distribution 
of weights within the axle load intervals indicated. The ESAL's by axle load 
interval are summed to produce the total ESAL's for 165 trucks of the type 
which were weighed. Similar calculations must be made for each class of 
truck in the traffic stream at this weigh station. 

The truck load factors for each classification are then used in Figure 
2-6.8 to calculate the total 18-kip ESAL applications for the pavement over 
its analysis period. The following components must be completed: 

1. Column A is the daily volume count of each vehicle type taken from 
data collected at classification count stations representative of 
the design location, for the base year. 

2. Column B contains the growth factor assigned to each class of 
vehicle as taken from Figure 2-6.9. This accounts for the stated 
fact that not all vehicles are increasing at the same rate. 

3. Column C is the product of Column A times Column B multiplied by 
365 days to produce the accumulated applications of specific 
vehicle types during the analysis period. 

4. Column D is the individual ESAL factor for each truck type (truck 
load factor calculated as in Figure 2-6. 7). 
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Axle Load 

Single Axles 

Under 3,000 
3,000 - 6,999 
7,000 - 7,999 
8,000 - 1 1,999 

12,000 - 15,999 
26,000 - 29,999 

Tandem Axle Groups 

Under 6,000 
6,000 - 11,993 

12,000 - 17,999 
18,000 - 23,999 
24,000 - 29,999 
30,000 - 32,000 
32,001 - 32,500 
32,501 - 33,999 
34,000 - 35,999 

Traffic 
Equivalency 

Factor 

P = 2.5, 
SN = 5 

0.0002 
0.0050 
0.0320 
0.0870 
0.3600 
5.3890 

0.0100 
0.0100 
0.0440 
0. 1480 
0.4260 
0.7530 
0.8850 
1.0020 
1.2300 

18 Kip EAL's for all trucks wieghed 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

Truck Load Factor= 
18 Kip EAL's for all trucks weighed 

Number of trucks weighed 1654 

Number 
of 

Axles 

0 
1 
6 

144 
16 

1 

0 
14 
21 
44 
42 
44 
21 

101 
43 

= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 

= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 

= 

255.151 
= 

165 
= 

A18 Kip 
EAL's 

0.000 
0.005 
0.192 

12.528 
5.760 
5.3890 

0.000 
0. 140 
0.924 
6.512 

17.892 
33. 1 32 
18.585 

101.202 
52.890 

255.151 

1 .5464 

Figure 2-6.7. Computation of the Truck Load Factor for 
5-Axle or Greater Trucks on Flexible Pavement (2) • 
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Figure 2-6.8. Example Table for Calculating Design ESAL by Vehicle Class (I), 

Analysis Period = Years 

Location Assumed SN or D = ----

Vehicle Types Current Growth Design E.S.A.L. Design 
Traffic Factors Traffic Factor E.S.A.L. 

(A) (B) (Cl (D) (E) 

Passenger Cars 
Buses 

Panel and Pickup Trucks 
Other 2-Axle/4-Tire Trucks 
2-Axle/6-Tire Trucks 
3 or More Axle Trucks 
All Single Unit Trucks 

3 Axle Tractor Semi-Trailers 
4 Axle Tractor Semi-Trailers 
5+ Axle Tractor Semi-Trailers 
All Tractor Semi-Trailers 

5 Axle Double Trailers 
6+ Axle Double Trailers 
All Double Trailer Combos. 

3 Axle Truck-Trailers 
4 Axle Truck-Trailers 
5+ Axle Truck-Trailers 
All Truck-Trailer Combos. 

Design 
All Vehicles E_S,A.L. 
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Figure 2-6.9. Growth Factors for Traffic Estimates (~). 

Analysis Annual Growth Rate, Percent (g) 
Period 

Years (n) No 
Growth 2 4 5 6 7 8 10 

1 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1 .0 1.0 
2 2.0 2.02 2.04 2.05 2.06 2.07 2.08 2.10 
3 3.0 3.06 3.12 3.15 3.18 3.21 3.25 3.31 
4 4.0 4.12 4.25 4.31 4.37 4.44 4.51 4.64 
5 5.0 5.20 5.42 5.53 5.64 5.75 5.87 6.11 
6 6.0 6.31 6.63 6.80 6.98 7.15 7.34 7.72 
7 7.0 7.43 7.90 8.14 8.39 8.65 8.92 9.49 
8 8.0 8.58 9.21 9.55 9.90 10.26 10.64 11.44 
9 9.0 9.75 10.58 11.03 11.49 11.98 12.49 13.58 
10 10.0 10.95 12.01 12.58 13.18 13.82 14.49 15.94 
1 1 11.0 12.17 13.49 14.21 14.97 15.78 16.65 18.53 
12 12.0 13.41 15.03 15.92 16.87 17.89 18.98 21.38 
13 13.0 14.68 16.63 17.71 18.88 20.14 21.50 24.52 
14 14.0 15.97 18.29 19.16 21.01 22.55 24.21 27.97 
15 15.0 17.29 20.02 21.58 23.28 25.13 27.15 31.77 
16 16.0 18.64 21.82 23.66 25.67 27.89 30.32 35.95 
17 17.0 20.01 23.70 25.84 28.21 30.84 33.75 40.55 
18 18.0 21.41 25.65 28.13 30.91 34.00 37.45 45.60 
19 19.0 22.84 27.67 30.54 33.76 37.38 41.45 51.16 
20 20.0 24.30 29.78 33.06 36.79 41.00 45.76 57.28 
25 25.0 32.03 41.65 47.73 54.86 63.25 73.11 98.35 
30 30.0 40.57 56.08 66.44 79.06 94.46 113.28 164.49 
35 35.0 49.99 73.65 90.32 111.43 138.24 172.32 271.02 

(1 + g)" • 1 ·rate 
*Factor= --9-- , where g = 100 and is not zero. If annual growth rate is zero, the growth factor is 

equal to the analysis period. 

Note: The above growth factors multiplied by the first year traffic estimate will give the total volume of 
traffic expected during the analysis period. 



5. Column E is the product of Column D times Column C. The vertical 
summation of Column E is the desi$n 18-kip ESAL applications to be 
used in the pavement structural design process. 

The number developed from this table must be corrected for the lane 
distribution factor developed from project specific studies so that the 
pavement can be designed for the actual traffic which will use the pavement 
in any of the lanes. 

The calculations discussed here can be performed using a microcomputer 
spreadsheet program called "ESALCALC". This is a Lotus 123 compatible 
spreadsheet that performs exactly the same calculations contained in Figure 
2-6. 7. The input screen for ESALCALC is shown in Figure 2-6.10. This 
spreadsheet is user friendly and allows data to be used in several formats to 
fit the form of data available to the engineer. This program will be 
demonstrated on the example problem at the end of this module and will be 
used to generate design data for the workshop problems. 

5.0 FACTORS AFFECTING ESALs 

As previously mentioned there are a number of variables that can alter 
the calculation of the load equivalency factor and the truck factor. With 
current changes in these variables occurring more rapidly than at any time in 
the past an understanding of where variability can come from is required. 

5.1 Pavement Selection Criteria 

5.1.1 Effect of Terminal Serviceability Value (Pt) 

The selection of the terminal serviceability for the pavement has a 
significant impact on the equivalency factors used to calculate ESAL from 
the traffic stream. This results from the non-linear relationship between 
loadings and decrease in PSR per loading. Additionally, distress produces a 
decrease in serviceability which is related to the number of loadings in a 
logarithmic fashion. The selection of the Pt value to be used in designing 
the pavement must be done carefully to ensure that the appropriate number of 
ESALs are calculated. 

5.1.2 Effect of Pavement Type 

The equivalency tables clearly indicate a difference in equivalency 
factors for rigid and flexible pavements. Because these pavements res.r.ond 
differently to similar loads, the deterioration of each pavement type will be 
different. For single axle loads less than 18 kips the equivalency factor is 
less for a rigid pavement than for a flexible pavement. For heavier loads, 
the equivalency factor for rigid pavements is greater. This difference, 
developed from the AASHO Road Test, indicates the different load carrying 
ability of a flexible vs. a rigid pavement, and the difference in which the 
stresses produced by a wheel load deteriorate each pavement. It is critical 
to use the appropriate equivalency factor for the type of pavement being 
designed. 
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HIGHWAY PAVEMENI' DESIGN ESAL ·s NCHRP 255 PAGE 152 11/6/85 MOD 4/16/86 
Written by JHK & Assoc (K. Hooi:;er) & COMSIS Corporation (M. Roskin) 
DESIGN PERIOD (l-40yrs)= 20 
DIRECTIONAL DISTRIB. (0.50 TO 1.00) = 
VEHICLE TYPES BY% BY ADT 
PASSENGER CARS 50.0 
BUSES 0.0 
PANEL/PICKUP TRUCKS 0.0 
orHR 2-AXLE/4 TIRE TR.KS 12.0 
2-AXLE/6-TIRE TRUCKS 
3 OR MORE AXLE TRUCKS 
3 AXLE TRACI'OR SEMI 
4 AXLE TRACI'OR SEMI 
5+ AXLE TRACTOR SEMI 6.0 
5 AXLE DBL TRAILERS 
6+ AXLE DBL TRAILERS 
3 AXLE TRUCK-TLRS 
4 AXLE TRUCK-TLRS 
5+ AXLE TRUCK-TLRS 
** ALL VEHICLES ** 68. 0 10,500 

LANES = 4 

.5 ** INPurs ** 
FY GRCWI'H FY% FY ADI' 

63.0 14,805 
0 
0 

15.0 3,525 
11.0 2,585 

0 
0 
0 

11.0 2,585 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

100.0 23,500 

ESAL 
FACTOR 
.0008 

.02 

.15 

1.25 

Figure 2-6.10. Input Screen for ESALCALC Program to Calculate 
ESAL Factors for the Traffic Stream(_!!_). 
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5.1.3 Effect of Relative Pavement Strength 

The equivalency tables for the AASHTO Design Guide clearly show an 
influence of the pavement stren~th on the equivalency factor. The response 
to a load, a deflection of stress, 1s nonlinear, and the more non-linear 
material used in a pavement, the more variation in the response to the load. 
It is this response that produces distress which decreases the serviceability 
of the pavement. The actual difference in equivalency factors for different 
pavements is not great. It is not required that the design process become an 
iteration process where the final SN of the pavement match the assumed SN 
used to calculate the ESALs from the traffic stream. It is important to note 
that different pavement structures will respond differently to the same 
load. It is this response that produces distress which reduces the 
serviceability of the pavement. Different responses produce different rates 
of deterioration. 

5.2 TRAFFIC VARIABLES 

5.2.1 Effect of Mixed Traffic 

The traffic stream is composed of various vehicle types and weights. 
Each pass of any vehicle causes the pavement to deflect, thereby inducing 
damaging effects. The damaging effects done to the pavement structure by 
automobiles and light trucks is so small that is is often ignored. The 
equivalency factor for an automobile indicates the error induced by this 
assumption will be very small. Conversely, the exclusion of even a small 
number of heavily loaded trucks from the traffic stream being analyzed can 
produce a significant error in the number of ESALs calculated for design 
purposes. Because of this sensitivity to heavily loaded trucks, the accuracy 
of the W-4 tables, and their representation of the traffic stream to date is 
critical to an accurate pavement design into the future. 

For reasons previously discussed it is not sufficient to characterize 
the traffic stream with general categories of truck types. Detailed 
descriptions and data recording are necessary to accurately reflect the 
composition of the traffic stream to develop accurate ESAL values. 
Additionally, accurate weights on all truck types in the traffic stream must 
be collected along with the accurate distribution of truck types. Because 
slight load differences can have a pronounced effect on the ESAL calculation, 
the accuracy of the loadings and axle weight distribution is essential. 

Weigh in Motion (WIM) devices have shown a significant difference in 
the data collected from Loadometer stations as reported on the W-4 tables. 
It is common for trucks to avoid an active weigh station for one reason or 
another which can bias the resulting ESAL values calculated for the 
pavement. Because the recorded data are being used to predict the traffic 
m the future it is important to have the most accurate data available. The 
weigh in motion equipment provides the most accurate determination of the 
complete traffic stream as it can be placed anywhere on the system and left 
for a specific period to record the total traffic stream, and all components 
of truck types and axle loads. 

The significance of the WIM equipment's improvement in the data 
collection is illustrated in Figure 2-6.1 and Figure 2-6.6. In Figure 2-6.1 
the ADT collected from W-4 tables for a rural interstate pavement in Central 
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Illinois is shown. The traffic stream has been broken down to multiple Units 
(MU) and Single Units (SU). When this information is reduced to ESAL per 
unit type, the individual curves are produced. Figure 2-6.6 is useful in 
predicting the growth in ESAL. The data through 1985 indicate a growth of 
approximately 4 percent per year in the ESAL per each truck. This growth 
factor is not uncommon, and indicates the increasing weight being carried by 
the trucking industry as trucks are being utilized to their capacity, and 
even beyond. 

The interesting factor in Figure 2-6.6 is the inclusion of the 1986 WIM 
data. The WIM data clearly shows that there is a 20 percent difference 
between the on site survey and the WIM collected data. Because the WIM is a 
more complete collection device, and it is unannounced, it should include a 
more representative cross section of the traffic on the pavement. The data 
here represent two weeks of data collected at two different times, but the 
difference is significant. This 20 percent difference has been reported from 
other states with WIM equipment. This difference can be attributed to 
heavier trucks avoiding the permanent weigh stations as well as the 
increased accuracy provided by the WIM equipment for sampling and recording 
the entire traffic stream. There are, however, vehicle operatmg 
characteristics which alter the ESAL per truck figure. If this difference 
actually exists on the pavement, a prediction of ESAL 20 years into the 
future would be seriously in error 1f the starting point were off by 20 
percent. This could result in an under-prediction of ESAL by many million, 
and result in premature failure of the pavement. 

5.2.2 Gross Weight and Percent of Trucks 

As goods movement shifted to the trucking industry, the number of 
trucks has mcreased in a disproportionate amount. Additionally, larger 
numbers of trucks are running with more cargo. These two facts have produced 
a dramatic shift in recent years in the ESAL per truck curves for many 
agencies, and reliance on historical data may be erroneous if truck 
categories are not separated by distinct weight classifications, but rather 
are grouped in rather large classifications. The detailed breakdown by truck 
type and weight classification is required for accurate future predictions of 
ESAL. 

5.2.3 Axle Configurations 

As was shown in the structural evaluation section, and in the ESAL 
section of this module, 36,000 pounds on a tandem axle is not the same as 
18,000 on two single axles, even though the total load per wheel is the 
same. As gross loads continue to increase, different axle configurations are 
being used to maintain the per axle load in the same range as before. This 
practice does not guarantee a similar rate of deterioration in the pavement, 
however, as the number of axles is increased. The stress under the axle 
combination does not significantly decrease. This comparison requires 
detailed computer analyses to show the changes in stresses and strains 
produced by different tire and axle configurations, and cannot be directly 
extracted form the AASHTO equivalency tables. The appearance of the tridcm 
axle is one indication of newer axle configurations included in AASHTO. 
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5.2.4 Tire Pressures 

There has been an increased incidence of high tire pressures being 
reported on interstate pavements. Traditional computer analyses have assumed 
70 to 80 psi values for a pavement analysis. Measurements from interstate 
highways in Illinois and Arizona have shown average tire pressures in the 
range of 90 psi with extreme values ranging to 130 psi (1). This increased 
tire pressure produces high stress levels in the surface course, and leads to 
rapid failure in asphalt concrete pavements in particular. These higher 
stresses produce different failure modes from the more commonplace failure 
modes existing when the AASHTO equivalency values were prepared, and require 
further research to establish equivalency values for higher tire pressures. 
In the traditional sense of load equivalency factors, it is not likely that a 
difference will become apparent from analytical studies of the entire 
pavement structure as the damage from higher tire pressures is limited to the 
surface layers. 

6.0 OTHER PROCEDURES 

There are other design procedures which have slightly different methods 
to determine the number of 18-kip ESAL applications for thickness design. 

6.1 Asphalt Institute (2) 

This procedure determines the equivalent 18 kip ESAL using Truck Factor 
constants for general truck types, and is therefore an approximate method of 
obtaining 18-kip ESALs. The difference between ESAL and Truck Factor is that 
ESAL represents the damage contributed by one passage of an axle, whereas TF 
is the number of equivalent single axle loads contributed by one passage of 
that vehicle. 

The procedures for calculating the Truck Factor are as shown in Figure 
2-6.7, in which the total ESAL is determined per 1000 vehicles using the 
AASHTO load equivalency factors shown previously in Figure 2-6.3 and Figure 
2-6.4. The Truck Factor is given by: 

TF = (Number of axles x ESAL)/(Number of Vehicles) 

The distribution of Truck Factors for different classes of highways is 
presented in Table 2-6.5. It should be noted that TF values larger than 1.0 
and as high as 5 have been reported for entrance roads to heavy commercial 
operations. The Asphalt Institute's method of calculation of Design ESAL is: 

1. Determine the average number of each type of vehicle expected on 
the design lane during the first year of traffic. 

2. Determine from axle-weight data, or select from Table 2-6.5, a 
Truck Factor for each vehicle type found in Step 1. 

3. Select, from Figure 2-6.9, a single Growth Factor for all vehicles 
or separate Factors for each vehicle type, as appropriate. 

4. Multiply the number of vehicles of each type times the Truck 
Factor and the Growth Factor ( or factors) determined in Steps 2 
and 3. Sum the values determined to obtain Design ESAL 
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Table 2-6.5. Distribution of Truck Factors (TF) For Different Classes 
of llighways and Vehicles-United States* 

(After the Asphalt Institute, MS-17) 

Truck Factors 

Aural Systems Urban Systems All Sy1tems 

Vehicle Type lnter11a1e Rural Other Rural All Rural All Urban 

Average Range Average Range Average Range Average Range Average Range 

Single-unit trucks 

2-axle, 4-tire 0.02 0.01 -0,06 0.02 0.01-0.09 0.03 • • • 0.02-0.08 0.03 .. • 0.01-0.05 0.02 0.01-0.07 

2-axle. 6-tire 0, 19 0.13-0,30 0.21 0.14-0.34 0.20 0.14-0.31 0.26 0.18-0.42 0.21 0.15-0.32 

3-axle or more 0.56 0,09- 1.55 0.73 0,31-1.57 0,67 0.23-1.53 1.03 0.52-1.99 0.73 0.29-1.59 

All single-units 0,07 0.02-0.16 0.07 0.02-0, 17 0.07 0.03-0.16 0.09 0.04-0,21 0.07 0.02-0.17 

Tractor rnmi-trailers 

3-axle 0,51 0,30-0.86 0,47 0,29-0,82 0.48 0,31-0.80 0,47 0.24-1.02 0.48 0.33-0,78 

4-axle 0.62 0.40--1.07 0.83 0.44-1,55 0.70 0.37-1.34 0.89 0.60-1.64 0.73 0.43- l.32 

5-axle or more .. 0.94 0.67- l. 15 0.98 0.58-1.70 0,05 0.58-1.64 1.02 0.69-1.69 0.95 0.63-1.53 

All multiple uni11 0.93 0.67-1.38 0.97 0.67-1.50 0.94 0.66-1.43 1.00 0. 72-1.58 0.95 0.71-1.39 

All trucks 0.49 0.34-0.77 0.3 l 0.20-0.52 0.42 0.20-0.67 0.30 0. 15--0.59 0.40 0.27-0.63 

"Compiled from d,H4 wppliro by thfJ Highway Sr4tiJtics Division, U.S. Federal Highw4y Adminiscrarion. 
• •including full-rrailer combinations in some states. 

'• •s~ Arricle 4.05 for values to be used •vhen the number of heavy trtJck sis low. 



This procedure has a significant difference from the AASHTO procedure 
in that it allows for general truck factors to be used which may not relate 
to the actual loading conditions on the project. These values must be used 
very carefully as they will not be accurate. While they may be sufficient 
for long term planmng, the final designs must be done from actual weight and 
classification data. 

6.2 Portland Cement Association Method (10) 

The PCA method does not use the load equivalency concept because PCA 
feels that the load equivalency is too dependent on pavement characteristics 
(slab thickness; concrete flexural strength, and subgrade modulus of 
reaction). Instead, the PCA method uses the results of the loadometer 
studies to determine the number of single and tandem axles of the various 
load groups, and determines the damage resulting from each load group and 
axle configuration separately. 

When the precise data on axle-load distribution is not available, the 
axle load categories, percent trucks and maximum axle loads suggested in 
Figure 2-6.2 are recommended for use with the PCA design method. 

The three main traffic estimates in the PCA method are design ADT, the 
average daily truck traffic (ADTT), and axle load per truck. The ADT is 
given by the projection method or by the capacity estimate as was illustrated 
before. The ADTT is counted only on trucks with 6 or more tires and is 
expressed as a percentage of the ADT or as an actual value. 

For design purposes, the total number of trucks in the design period 
(T) is needed. This is obtained by multiplying design ADT by ADTT 
(percentage/100) times the number of days in the design period (365 x design 
period in years). 

Data on the axle load distribution of the truck traffic is determined 
in one of three ways: 

The difficulty with having all trucks, including the unwanted values 
for panels, pickups, and other four axle type vehicles, is overcome 
somewhat by adopting an adjusting factor. 

The PCA method also uses a load safety factor (LSF) as follows: 

1. For Interstate and other multilane projects where there will be 
uninterrupted traffic flow and high volumes of truck traffic, LSF 
= 1.2. 

2. For highways and arterial streets where there will be moderate 
volumes of truck traffic, LSF = 1.1. 

3. For roads, residential streets and other streets that will carry 
small volumes of truck traffic, LSF = 1.0 

Exclusive of the load safety factors, a degree of cons~rvatism is . 
provided in the design procedure to compensate for such thmgs as unpredicted 
truck overloads and normal const~uction variations i°: material properties and 
layer thicknesses. Above that basic level of conservatism (LSF = 1.0) the 
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use of load safety factors of 1.1 or 1.2 is claimed to provide a greater 
allowance for the possibility of unpredicted heavy loads and volumes and a 
higher level of pavement serviceability appropriate for higher type pavement 
facilities. 

Other features of this method are in the development of the analysis 
for Tridem axle (triple axle each spaced at 48 to 54 incfies apart) where 
tables have been constructed for load equivalency based on fatigue and 
erosion criteria as will be shown later in Block 6. 

7.0 SAMPLE PROBLEM 

TRUCK FACTORS 

Table 2-6.6 is the WIM data from an Interstate pavement in Central 
Illinois. It was collected during a one week period in August 1986. The 
calculation for ESAL per axle 1s shown in Table 2-6. 7 and is as follows: 

Single Axle: 
(18.501/100)(48567/101349) = 0.0887 

Tandem Axle: 
(82.279/100)(52782/101349) = 0.429 

Total: 0.518 ESAL per axle. 

This value is for a concrete pavement with a slab thickness of nine 
inches. 

If 2. 75 axles are assumed per truck, the ESAL per truck becomes 1.424 
ESAL per truck. This value represents only one season of the year, and must 
be averaged with other seasonal readings before calculating total ESAL on the 
pavement over a year from a truck count. This calculation should be further 
broken out for each truck classification before being used. 

Examining this data, how many ESALs are applied to the pavement in the 
first year as shown by the data in Table 2-6.7? 

Ans: Approximately 1,405,320 ESALs in the year. 

If the total number of trucks is increasing by 4 percent per year, what 
will be the total number ofESALs over a 20 year design period? 

Ans: Approximately 41,850,000 ESALs. 

Further analysis shows that the 4 percent growth is composed of 3 
percent increase in the single axle trucks, and 5 percent increase in the 
tandem axle trucks. Using these data, what is the design ESALs for the 20 
year life? 

Ans: Approximately 45,108,000 ESALs. This is a 7.75 percent 
difference. This difference becomes even greater when ESAL 
factors are calculated by axle weight groupmg with 
percentage increases for each group, and not just by single 
vs. tandem groupings. 
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Table 2-6. 6. WIM Data for August 1986. 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
CATEGORY 4-13, EXCLUDING OFFSCALE 
TIME PERIOD 1986 AUG19 6_PM THRU AUG26 6_PM 

----------------------------------------------- ·----------------------------·----------------------------------
I AXLE I 
1---------------------------------------------------------------------------1 
I SINGLE I TANDEM I 
1-------------------------------------+-------------------------------------1 
I HH I HH I 
1-------------------------------------+-------------------------------------1 
I 6PM THRU 6AM I 6AM THRU 6PM i 6PM THRU 6AM I 6AM THRU 6PM I 
l------------------+------------------+---------·---------•,-------------------J 
I N I PCTN I N I PCTN I N PCTN I N I PCTN I 

1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
I WEIGHT I I I I I l I I I 
I --------------------------------1 I I I I l I I I 
!UNDER 2000 I 891 0.421 1911 0.701 .: .I 31 0.0il 
J-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------l 
12000 - 3999 I 6541 3.051 17251 6.351 451 0.181 'i38i 0.49i 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
14000 - 5999 I 6921 3.231 i3?41 5.131 1071 0.431 269i 0.961 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
16000 - 7999 I i0191 4.761 1596/ 5.881 2321 0.941 5051 L79I 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+-------·-----1 
18000 - 9999 I 84501 39.451 960i I 35.371 695i 2.82/ 1i51 I 4.091 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
11 0000 - I I 999 I 6292 I 29. 38 I 7392 I 27. 23 I 898 I 3. 65 i 1 405 I 4. 99 I 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
112000 - 13999 I 14881 6.951 18551 6.831 12021 4.881 15511 5.511 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-·----+------------+-----+------------1 
114000 - 15999 I 11651 5.441 13261 4.881 12361 5.021 15561 5.521 
{--------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------: 
116000 - 17999 I 8761 4.09\ 11031 4.061 14101 5.731 14951 5.311 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
118000 - 19999 I 5251 2.451 6741 2.481 15401 6.261 1641 I 5.831 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
120000 - 21999 I 1501 0.701 2541 0.941 14841 6.031 16161 5.741 
1---------- .--------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------! 
122000 - 23999 I 181 0.081 351 0.131 14351 5.B31 15701 5.57 
l-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------
124000 - 25999 I 11 0.001 21 0.011 15121 6.141 1637! 5.81 / 
1-------·------------------------i·-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+----- ➔·------------1 
126000 - 27999 I • I • I • l • I 1 981 I 8 .'051 20071 7. 131 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
128000 - 29999 I .1 .1 .I .I 27181 11.041 28221 10.021 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
130000 ·· 31999 I .1 .1 .I .I 31501 12.791 32(,)01 11.361 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
132000-33999 I .1 .1 .1 .125331 10.29120111 .'i'.981 
1--------------------- ---------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
\34000 - 35999 I .1 .1 .1 • I 17171 6.971 1873! 6.651 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
I 36000 - 37999 I • l • I , • I • I 556 I 2. 261 660 I 2. 341 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+--~--+------------+-----+------------1 
138000 - 39999 I .1 .1 .1 .I 1261 0.511 1821 0.651 

_,. ___________________ ------·------ ,----- ,- I I I I I I . I 

140000 - 41999 I • I • l • I • I 29 I 0. 12 I 401 0 .141 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+----·-+------------1 
142000 - -43999 I .1 .1 • I • I 51 0.021 151 0.051 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
144000 - 45999 I .1 .1 ; I • I 31 0.011 91 0.031 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
146000 - 47999 I .1 .1 .I .I 31 0.011 41 0.011 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+----·-+------------·-1 
148000-49999 I .J .1 .1 .I 11 0.001 11 0.001 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+-------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
152000 - 53999 I • I • I • I • I • I • I 1 I 0. 001 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
J 54000 - 55999 I • I • I • I • I 1 I 0. 001 1 I 0. 001 
1-------------------------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------+-----+------------1 
IALL 1214191 100.001271481 100.001246191 i00.00128i631 100.001 
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Table 2-6. 7 .. Calculation of the ESAL per Axle. 

b1986 Aug 19 thi-Ll ALtg 26 (seven days) 

§_~n~le A:des 
6 PM thnt 6 AM 6 AM thn1 6 PM -~Y~!J9.. Night EqL1ivalency Pei-cent >: 

\.-Jeight N Percent N Percent N Percent Facto,- Equiv. F 2,c tor 
under 2000 89 O. 1+2 191 0.7 - 280 0.56 0.0002 0.000112 
b2000 - 3999 654 3.05 1725 6.35 2379 4.7 0.00115 0.005405 
b4000 - 5999 692 3.23 1394 5. 13 2086 4.18 0. 0061 0.025498 
b6000 - 7999 1019 4.76 1596 5.88 2615 5.32 0.02125 0. 11305 
b8000 - 9999 8450 39.45 9601 35.37 18051 37.41 0.05705 2. 1342405 
b10000 - 11999 6292 29.38 7392 27.23 13684 28.305 o. 12905 3.65276025 
b12000 - 13999 1488 6.95 1855 6.83 3343 6.89 0.2585 1.781065 
b14000 - 15999 1165 5.44 1326 4.88 2491 5.16 (1.47215 2.436294 
b16000 - 17999 876 '+. 09 1103 4.06 1979 4.075 0.80185 3.26753875 
b18000 - 19999 525 2.45 674 2.48 1199 2.'+65 1.2833 3 .1633345 
b20000 - 21999 150 0.7 254 0.94 404 0.82 1.9541 1.602362 
b22000 - 23999 18 0.08 35 o. 13 53 0.105 2.85185 0.29944425 
b2l•000 - 25999 1 0 2 0.01 3 0.005 Lt. 01355 0 . 02(H)6 775 

Tc,tal 21419 100 27148 99.99 l-t8567 99.995 18.501172 

Tandem A>:les 
6 PM thn1 6 AM 6 PrM tt-n-u 6 F'M .Q_~and Night Equivalency Percent >: 

Weight N Pen:ent N Percent N Percent Factor Equiv. Factor 
under 2000 0 0 3 0.01 3 0.005 0.0001 0.0000005 
b2000 - 3999 45 0.18 138 0. 49 183 0.335 0.0003 0.0001005 
b'+OOO - 5999 107 0.43 269 0.96 376 0.695 0.0012 (1.000834 
b6000 - 7999 232 0.94 505 1.79 737 1.365 0.00365 0.00498225 
b8000 - 9999 695 2.82 1151 4.09 1846 3.455 0.009 0.031095 
b10000 - 11999 898 3.65 1l~(l5 4.99 2303 4.32 0.0191 0.082512 
b12000 - 13999 1202 4.88 1551 5.51 2753 5.195 0.03655 0.18987725 
b14000 - 15999 1236 5.02 1556 5,.52 2792 5.27 0.06465 0.3407055 
b16000 - 17999 1410 5 .. 73 1495 5.31 2905 5 .. 52 o. 1074 0.592848 
b18000 - 19999 154(} 6.26 16£1-1 5.83 3181 6.045 0. 1696 1.025232 
b20000 - 21999 1484 6.03 1616 5.74 3100 5.885 0.25685 1.51156225 
b22000 - 23999 1435 5.83 1570 5.57 3005 5.7 (> .. 37555 2.1 lH)635 
b24000 - 25999 1512 6 .14 1637 5.81 :3149 5.975 0.5328 3. 18348 
b26000 - 27999 1981 8.05 2007 7. 13 3988 7.59 0.7362 5.587758 
b28000 - 29999 2718 11.04 2822 10.02 5540 10.53 0.99385 10.4652405 
b30000 - 31999 3150 12.79 3200 11. 3/:, 6350 12.075 1.3141 15.8677575 
b32000 - 33999 2533 10.29 2811 9.98 534•+ 10.135 1.70525 17.28270875 
b34000 - 35999 1717 f~. r:;7 1873 6.65 3590 6.81 2. 1756 14.815836 
b36000 - 37999 556 2.26 660 2.34 1216 2 ·-::1 2.7333 6.28659 
b38000 - 39999 126 0.51 182 0.65 308 0.58 3.38645 1.964141 
b40000 - 41999 29 o. 12 f.+(l () • 1 l~ 69 0.13 4. 14325 0.5386225 
b42000 - 43999 5 0.02 15 0.05 20 0.035 5.0125 0. 1754375 
b44000 - 45999 3 (>. ()1 9 (). ()3 12 0.02 6.0039 0.120078 
b46000 - 47999 3 0.01 ,'..~ 0.01 7 0.01 7.1285 0.071285 
b48000 - 49999 1 0 1 (> 2 0 8.3991 0 
b50000 - 51999 C> 0 0 0 (! 0 9.8304 0 
b52000 - 53999 (l (l l 0 1 0 11. 't3925 () 
b54000 - 55999 1 () J. 0 2 (.\ 13.2444 ('\ 

Tc,tal 2461'? 99.98 28163 99.9t3 52782 99.98 82.279319 1 
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ESALCALC 

Given the vehicle classification counts shown in Figure 2-6.11, 
determine the total design BSAL using the BSALCALC program or by manually 
completing Figure 2-6.8. 

The answer should be around 43.7 million BSA.Ls, a total BSAL which must 
be adjusted for directional distribution, and for lane distribution before 
being used in a pavement thickness design procedure. 

For comparison purposes, assume a 2 percent estimate for passenger cars 
and buses, and single umt trucks, a 4 percent growth in tractor semi-trailer 
and truck full trailer combinations, and a 5 percent trowth in double trailer 
combinations. This should calculate nearly 53. 7 million BSA.Ls, a 23 percent 
difference. 

As a third example, what if the growth percentages are low by only two 
percentage units, and were actually 4, 6, and 7 percent respectively? Now 
the design BSAL is 66.4 million BSAL, a 50 percent difference with what is 
really a minor change in growth estimates. 

NOTE: BSALCALC uses certain default lane distribution factors as, and 
lane numbers should be chosen to produce the desired percentage felt to fit 
your specific situation. 

8.0 SUMMARY 

This module has presented basic information on traffic loading 
evaluation which must be accomplished as part of the overall engineering 
evaluation of a pavement to determine the design requirements. 

Load equivalency factors are defined in accordance with the AASHTO 
Design Guide. The use of historical traffic vehicle classification counts 
and axle load distribution data (W-4 Tables and WIM) to calculate the past 
and projected future cumulative 18-kip equivalent single axle loads (BSAL) 
for a pavement section was described. The need for accurate volume, 
classification and weight data specific to the project site were emphasized 
The great benefit of weigh-in-motion (WIM) information to the accuracy of the 
projection was emphasized 

The past and projected future traffic loadings are two of the most 
important input parameters for designing a pavement. Results from the 
traffic evaluation provide information on estimation of past and current 
loadings, the structural adequacy of the existing pavement and overlay design 
requirements in the future for planned rehabilitation. 
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Analysis Period ;; 20 
Years 

Location 
Example 1 

Assumed SN or D = 
9" 

Vehicle Types Current Growth Design E.S.A.L. Design 
Traffic Factors Traffic Factor E.S.A.L. 

(A) (8) {C) (D) (E) 

2% 
Passenger Cars 5.925 24.30 52,551,787 .0008 
Buses 35 24.30 310.433 .6806 

Panel and Pickup Trucks 1,135 24.30 10,066,882 .0122 
Other 2-Axle/4-Tire Trucks 3 24.30 26,609 .0052 
2-Axfe/6-Tire Trucks 372 24.30 3,299,454 .1890 
3 or More Axle Trucks 34 24.30 301.563 .1303 
All Single Unit Trucks 

3 Axle Tractor Semi-Trailers 19 24.30 168,521 .8646 
4 Axle Tractor Semi-Trailers 49 24.30 434,606 .6560 
5 + Axle Tractor Semi-Trailers 1,880 24.30 16,674,660 2.3719 
All Tractor Semi-Trailers 

5 Axle Double Trailers 103 24.30 913,559 2.3187 
6 + Axle Double Trailers 0 24.30 
All Double Trailer Combos. 

3 Axle Truck-Trailers 208 24.30 1,844,856 .0152 
4 Axle Truck-Trailers 305 24.30 2,705,198 .0152 
5 + Axle Truck-Trailers 125 24.30 1,108,688 .5317 
All Truck-Trailer Combos. 

Design 
All Vehicles 10.193 90,406,816 E.S.A.L. 

Figure 2-6.11. Worksheet from AASHTO Design Guide for 
Calculating 18-kip ESAL. 
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MODULE2-7 

VARIABILITY AND RELIABILITY IN PAVEMENT DESIGN 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module provides information on the use of reliability/variability 
concepts as applied to pavement design. 

Upon completion of the module, the participants will be able to 
accomplish the following: 

1. Understand the basic principles of variability. 

2. Define the following terms: mean, standard deviation, coefficient 
of variation, and distribution of variation. 

3. Understand how variability in materials, traffic, climate and 
construction affects the adequacy of any design procedure. 

4. Understand the use of reliabilty concepts as applied to structural 
design. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

One word that is practically synomous with pavements is "variability." 
There is variability in almost everything associated with pavement design, 
construction, performance, maintenance and rehabilitation. It is important 
for pavement engineers to have a basic understanding of the variations 
associated with pavements. This will help them to better understand pavement 
performance, the need for reduced variation in construction, and the impact of 
variation on design adequacy. 

This section first presents a basic review of statistical variability 
concepts, then provides some interesting examples of pavement related 
variation, then describes how variability affects the adequacy of pavement 
design, and finally provides background information on design reliability 
concepts ( as background for the sections on design reliability contained in 
the 1986 AASHTO Design Guide). 

3.0 Basic Concepts of Variability 

This section presents some very basic concepts on variability that must 
be mastered to gain an understanding of either pavement performance or design 
reliability. It is written for the practicing engineer who may not have had 
training in statistics. 

3.1 Mean, Range, Standard Deviation, and Coefficient of Variation 

The following example is used to illustrate the calculation of these 
basic statistical parameters. A section of concrete pavement that was all 
placed in one day (24 ft. by 1000 ft.) was cored and the specimens were tested 
for compression strength. The core locations were selected randomly through 
use of a coordinate system and random number table. 
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-
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

Compressive Strength (psi) 

3025 
4489 
3636 
2601 
3906 

The mean compressive strength is calculated as follows: 

MEAN= SUM (Xi)/n 

= [ 3025 + 4489 + 3636 + 2601 + 3906 ]/5 = 3531 psi 

The mean represents the average of all of the data points. 

The range of the data is computed as follows: 

RANGE= MAXIMUM - MINIMUM 

=4489 - 2601 = 1888 psi 

The range provides information on the overall variation of the data. 

The standard deviation is computed as follows: 

STAND. DEV.= { [ (SUM x?Jn) - (SUM xi)2;n ]/(n - 1) }0.5 

= { [ (30252 +44892 +36362 +26012 +39062 )/5 

-(3025 +4489 +3636 +2601 +3906)2!5 J/(5-1) p.s 
= 740 psi 

The standard deviation is an index of the spread of the data from the mean. 
The more variable the data, the larger the standard deviation. 

The coefficient of variation is computed as follows: 

COEFFICIENT OF VARIATION= STANDARD DEVIATION/MEAN 

= 740/3531 = 0.21, OR 21 percent 

The coefficient of variation is an excellent index of the amount of 
variability existing in the data, relative to the mean. For example, for 
concrete strength, a coefficient of variation for good quality control is 
generally 15 percent or less. Poor quality control is 20 percent or more. 
Each material property, deflection, thickness, etc. has a different normal 
coefficient of variation. Slab thickness has a very small coefficient of 
variation ( e.g., 3 percent). 

Sample versus Population: It is very important to realize that the mean 
or standard deviation of the five specimens represents only a sample estimate 
of the true mean of the entire section (which is called the populat10n). The 
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true population mean and standard deviation could only be determined by coring 
every piece of available concrete and testing many thousands of cores. The 
greater the sample size, however, the better the estimate of the true mean and 
standard deviat10n. 

3.2 Distribution of Variation 

The concrete core strength data shown in the previous section ranged 
from 2601 to 4489 psi. The five individual specimen strengths can be plotted 
in a histogram as illustrated in Figure 2-7.la. Not much sense can be made 
out of this distribution. However, if say 100 cores were cut and tested, the 
distribution might look like Figure 2-7.lb., and all possible cores were cut 
and tested, the distribution might look like Figure 2-7.lc. 

Many pavement material properties such as concrete strength 
approximately follow what is called a "normal" distribution, shown as dashed 
lines in Figure 2-7.lc. This distribution is widely used in quality control 
work and m studying the effects of variability on performance and design of 
pavements and other structures. Other distribut10ns are considered to be more 
accurate in specific situations include the lognormal, gamma, uniform and beta 
(1). 

Examples of the distributions of various pavement properties are given 
in the next section. Most of these distributions are approximately normal or 
lognormal. 

The bell-shaped normal distribution is defined by two parameters: the 
mean and the standard deviation. Figure 2-7.2 shows several normal 
distributions that have different means and standard deviations. The greater 
the standard deviation, the wider the distribution, the greater the range of 
the data and the greater the coefficient of variation. 

The normal distribution (and the lognormal distribution) can be utilized 
for many pavement engineering applications. For example, consider the 
previous section of pavement. It is desirable to estimate the proportion of 
concrete pavement having a core strength less than 2500 psi as illustrated in 
Figure 2-7.3. The area under the curve is proportional to the probability 
that the strength lies from O to 2500 psi. This can be calculated using 
"standardized" normal distribution tables as follows. 

To use the standardized normal distribution tables, the actual strength 
data (mean and standard deviation) must be transformed to a scale where the 
mean is O and the standard deviation is 1 (rather than the actual mean of 3531 
psi and the standard deviation of 740 psi). 

The area under the standardized normal distribution curve is equal to 
1.0. The area under the curve can be considered as probability. For example, 
one half of the area is less than the mean and one-half is greater than the 
mean. Tables have been developed to compute the area under the curve for any 
~iven value. The use of these tables and the normal distribution is 
illustrated in the following examples. 

Example 1. Computation of the probability that concrete strength is less 
than 2500 psi. Assume that the mean and standard deviation of the 
sample is equal to that of the entire section of concrete pavement. The 
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I X1 = X2 (means) 

(a) Distribution with equal means but different Std. dev. 

(b) Distribution with equal Std. dev. and different means. 

Figure 2-7.2. Sample Statistical Distributions. 
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2500 
F = 3531 psi 

(a) Actual concrete Strength Normal Strength 
with mean 3531 and Std. dev. 7 40 psi 

AREA= 0.9177 

-1.39 x= o.o 

(b) Standardized normal distribution with 
mean = 0 and Std. dev. = 1.0 

Figure 2-7.3. Illustration of the Estimation of the Proportion of Concrete 
Strength That is Less Than 2500 psi. 
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proportion of pavement that has a strength value less than 2500 psi is 
computed as follows: 

First compute the standardized normal deviate: 

z = [ 2500 - 3531 ]/740 = - 1.39 

The following values exist on each scale as shown in Figure 2-7.3: 

Item 

Mean 
Stand. Dev. 
Value of Interest 

Actual Normal 
Distribution Scale 

3531 psi 
740 psi 
2500 psi 

Standardized Normal 
Distribution Scale 

0 
1 

-1.39 

The probability that the concrete strength at any point in the slab is 
less than 2500 psi is then determined using Figure 2-7.4. Entering the table 
with a value of 1.39 (the minus sign is neglected in the table), an area of 
0.9177 is obtained. This is the area from - infinity to + 1.39. By 
subtracting this value from 1.0, the probability of a strength value less than 
2500 psi ( or less than - 1.39) will be obtained. 

1.0000 
0.9177 
0.0823 

This means that 8.23 percent of the specimens are expected to have a strength 
less than 2500 psi, and 91.77 percent greater than 2500 psi. 

Example 2. Computation of the probability that a given pavement section 
can sustain 1,000,000 18-kip equivalent single axle load applications. 
Assume that the mean number of load applications that a pavement section 
can carry to a terminal serviceability index of 2.5 is 3,000,000 ( say 
using the AASHTO Design Guide). Evidence exists that the number of load 
applications a pavement can carry to failure is log-normally distributed 
(simply the log to base 10 of the number of applications). Also assume 
that the standard deviation of the lognormal distribution is 0.45. The 
probability is computed as follows: 

First compute the standardized normal deviate: 

z = [ log(l,000,000) - log(3,000,000) ]/0.45 = - 1.06 

The following values exist on each scale as shown in Figure 2-7.5: 

Item 

Mean 
Stand.Dev. 
Value of Interest 

Actual Log-Normal 
Distribution Scale 

6.4771 
0.45 
6.0000 
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x x 

I 

z ! • 00. .01 .-02 .03 .o~ .OS .06 . 07 .08 .. 09 

0.0 .5000 .5040 .5080 .. 5120 .5160 . 5199 .5239 .5279 .5319 .5359 
o. 1 .5398 .5438 . 5478 .5517 .5557 • 5596 .5636 .5675 .5714 .5753 
0 .. 2 .. 5793 .5832 • 5871 .5910 .59~8 • 5987 .6026 .6064 .6103 . 61 Ld 
0.3 .6179 • 6217 .6255 .6293 .. 6331 .6368 .6i.o6 • 61. l.t 3 .6480 .6517 
0 .. 4 .6554 .. 6591 .6628 .6664 .6700 .6736 .6772 .6808 .6844 .. 6879 
0.5 . 69'15 . 6950 . 6985 .]019 .7054 .7088 .7123 .7157 .7190 .7224 

0.6 -. 7257 • 7291 • 7324 .7357 .7389 .7422 .7454 . 7'486 .7517 .75~9 
0.7 .7580 • 7611 .7642 . 7673 .7704 .7734 .. 7764 .7794 .7823 • 7852 
0.8 .7881 .7910 . 7939 . 7967 .7995 .8023 .8051 .8078 .8106 .8133 
0.9 .8159 .8186 .8212 .. 8238 .. 8264 .8289 .8315 .8340 .8365 .8389 
1.0 .8413 .. 8438 • 8~61 .8485 .asoa .8531 .8554 .8577 .8599 .86fl 

1. 1 .8643 .8665 .8686 .8708 .8729 .8749 .8770 .8790 .8810 .8830 
1. 2 • 88-4 9 .8869 .8888 .8907 .8925 .894l; .8962 .8980 .8997 .9015 
l..3 .. 9032 .9049 . 9066 .9082 • 909·9 .9115 .9131 .911'7 .9162 .9177 
1.4 .9192 .9207 • 9222 .9236 .9251 .9265 .9279 .9292 ,.9306 .9319 
L5 .9332 .9345 .9357 .9370 .9382 -9394 .9406 .9418 .9429 • 941.t 1 

1. 6 .9452 .9~63 .9474 . 9484 .9495 . 9505 .9515 .9525 .9535 .95lt5 
1.7 . 9551, .9564 .9573 .9582 .9591 .9599 .9608 .9616 .9625 .9633 
LB • 9641 • 9649 .9656 .9664 .9671 .9678 .. 9686 .9693 .9699 .9706 
1.9 . 9713 .9719 .972'6 .9732 .9738 • 974~ • 9750 .9756 . 9761 .9767 
2.0 . 9772 .. 9778 _9783 .9788 -9793 -9798 .9803 . 9808 .9812 .9817 

2. 1 • 9821 .9826 .9830 .9834 .9838 .9842 . 9846 .9850 .9854 .9857 
2.2 .9861 .9864 .9868 • 9871 .9875 • 9878 .. 9881 • 9884 .9887 .9890 
2.3 . 9893 .. 9896 .9898 .9901 -~904 .9906 .. 9909 • 9911 • 9913 _ 9916 
2.4 .9918 .9920 -9922 .9925 .9927 .9929 .9931 -9932 .9934 • 9936 
2.5 .9938 .9940 . 991+ 1 .9943 .9945 .9946 .9948 .9949 .9951 .9952 

2.6 .9953 .9955 .9956 .9957 .9959 .9960 .9961 .9962 :996.3 • 9962' 
2.7 .9965 .9966 .9967 .9968 .9969 .9970 • 9971 .9972 .9973 • 997h 
2.8 • 9974 .9975 .9976 .9977 .9977 .9978 .9979 .9979 .9980 • 9981 
2.9 .9981 .9982 .9982 _9983 .998~ . 9984 .9985 .9985 .9986 .9986 
J.O .9987 .9987 .9987 .9988 .9988 .9989 .. 9989 .9989 .9990 .9990 

3. 1 .9990 • 9991 -9991 .999l .9992 .9992 .9992 .9992 .9993 .9993 
.3.2 .9993 • 9993 • 9991f . 999-4 _9994 . 9iJ9~ . 9994 .9995 -9995 .9995 
3-3 -9995 .9995 .9995 .9996 .9996 .9996 .9996 _9996 .9996 . 9997 
.3. lt . 9997 .9997 .9997 .9997 .9997 .9997 .9997 .9997 .9997 -9998 

Figure 2-7.4. Areas Under a Standard Normal Curve. 

256 



6,000 

(1,000,000 ESAL) 

x= 6.4771 

(3,000,000 ESAL) 

(a) Actual distribution of traffic loadings - 18- kip ESAL 

-1.06 

(b) Standardized normal distribution 
(mean= 0, std. dev. = 1) 

Figure 2-7.5. Statistical Distribution. 
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The probability that the pavement section can carry 1,000,000 18-kip 
ESAL is then determined using Figure 2-7.4. Entering the table with a value 
of 1.06 (the minus sign is neglected in the table), an area of 0.8554 is 
obtained. This is the area from - infinity to + 1.06. By subtracting this 
value from 1.0, the probability of the pavement carrying less than 1,000,000 
applications ( or less than - 1.06) will be obtained. 

1.0000 
0.8554 
0.1446 

This means that there is a probability of 0.1446 or 14.46 percent that 
the pavement section cannot handle the 1,000,000 load applications. It also 
means that there is the corresponding probability of 85.56 percent that the 
pavement can handle the loads as illustrated in Figure 2-7.5. 

4.0 INTERESTING EXAMPLES OF VARIABILITY 

There are many sources of variability in pavement design, construction 
and performance. Some interesting examples are presented. 

Design variability. The designer must make certain assumptions as to 
the inputs for the pavement design procedure such as future traffic loadings, 
future climatic conditions, material properties (that they will conform to the 
specifications) and roadbed soil properties. The values of these inputs that 
actually exist after construction or the traffic loads at the end of the 
design period may be greatly different than those assumed in design. 

An illustration found in the literature is a comparison between in situ 
R-values taken from the grade after construction and design R-values assumed 
from samples taken prior to construction for a pavement project (11 ). 

(Pre-Construcion) 
Samples From Drilled 

Holes in Excavation Area 

(Post-Construction) 
Samples From 

Parameter Top Subgrade 

Mean 
Range 
Standard deviation 

55 
13-70 
16 

It is fortunate that on this project the mean and range of values are 
better for the in-situ pavement after construction than those assumed in 
design. Often the reverse of this is the case and premature failure occurs. 

Another classical design uncertainty is the estimation of future traffic 
loadings. Figure 2-7 .6 shows an illustration of the potential error in 
estimating the total accumulated 18-kip equivalent single axle (ESAL) loadings 
for a particular design project. This plot shows large variation between that 
assumed in design and what actually occurred. Many other projects have 
probably had much greater traffic estimation errors, usually underestimation. 

Construction. Practically everything associated with pavement 
construction has associated variability and uncertainty. Common items where 
variability has been studied are shown in Figure 2-7. 7 (PCC compressive 
strength), Figure 2-7.8 (PCC core thickness), Figure 2-7.9 (AC core 
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thickness), Figure 2-7.10 ( density of embankments), and Figure 2-7.11 (initial 
serviceability mdex along a given project caused by construction profile 

/~• variations). Material property variability is the most well understood source 
as it has been studied extensively. There is also variation in other 
construction areas such as asphalt content, moisture content, depth of 
reinforcement, and soil support. Many other variations are presented in 
References 4, 6, 8, 9, 11, 16, 17 and 19. 

Any experienced construction engineer will tell you that there is a 
large difference in the way a pavement will perform, depending upon the 
"quality of construction" although this is very difficult to quantify. 

One interesting way to observe the overall effects of· 
construction/material variability is to observe the deflection profile of a 
pavement after construction of different layers and over time as shown in 
Figure 2-7.12. This variation is caused by several variables such as layer 
thickness, material properties, roadbed soil properties and drainage 
differences along the project. 

This variation leads to variation in strains and stresses, and 
consequently in performance along the project. Anyone who walks along a 
pavement for some distance can see the varying localized deterioration of the 
pavement ( e.g., alligator cracking, rutting, cracked slabs, deteriorated 
joints). This variation is caused largely from variations in material 
properties and other factors along the project. 

Performance. As a result of the variabilities in design, construction 
and materials, there will be a large variability in the performance of 
pavement sections. This variation can be considered as follows: 

1. Differences in performance along a given pavement project. If a 
pavement were divided into say 0.1 mile sections and the 
performance of each of these sections was measured in terms of 
cracking, rutting, faulting or PSI there would typically exist a 
large variation. 

2. Differences in performance between seemingly identical projects 
that are located close to each other along the same highway and 
constructed under identical specifications. 

A study of this variability was made during the development of the LTPP 
experimental design to determine the variability of performance of seemingly 
"identical" projects constructed adjacent to each along the same highway. 
Some results from one state from 12 similar projects are shown in Figure 
2-7.13. For example, the PSR ranged from 4.2 to 2.5, the number of 
deteriorated joints/mile ranged from Oto 18, etc. A coefficient of variation 
for major distress types ranged from 15 to 116 percent. 

5.0 HOWVARIABILITY AFFECTS ADEQUACY OF DESIGN 

The adequacy of a pavement design depends greatly on the variability 
associated with the pavement materials, traffic, climate, placement of dowels 
and reinforcement, etc. The following discussion provides some examples 
(1,2,1,.6, 10). 
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Deteriorated 
Sect ion Aae ESAL PSR Faulting Cracking Joints 

(years)(millions) (inches) (feet/mile) (no./mile) 

1 18 5 4.2 0.11 0 0 

2 18 5 4.0 0.05 0 0 

3 18 5 3.4 0.25 0 0 

4 22 5 3.8 0.06 950 1 

5 22 5 3.6 0 .10 1162 0 

6 19 8 3.1 0.26 1214 0 

7 19 8 2.5 0.39 1478 0 

8 22 6 3.3 0.24 106 5 

9 22 7 3.3 0.16 106 9 

10 20 6 3.8 0.19 0 0 

11 17 7 3.2 0.33 106 9 

12 18 8 2.6 0. 32 1426 18 

Mean 19 .4 6.3 3 .4 0.20 545 4 

cov 10 20 15 54 116 115 

Pavement: JRCP, 10-inch slabs, 100-foot joint soacing, 
fine-grained subgrade, no 11 011 cracking, age between 17 and 22 years, ESAL 
between 5 and 9 million in design lane. 

Figure 2-7.13. Variation in Performance Between Seemingly Identical 
Projects in Illinois After 17 to 22 Years of Performance (18). 
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1. Variation in material properties along a pavement results in 
variation in the development of distress and roughness along the 
pavement. Localized failures resulting from "weak" areas result in 
a decrease in pavement life. 

2. Variation in placement of such items as dowels at joints and depth 
of reinforcement result in variation in the development of distress 
and roughness along the pavement. Localized failures can occur 
causing a decrease in pavement life. 

3. Variation between design and actual pavement design inputs can 
result in drastic shortenmg or lengthening of pavement design 
life. Some classic examples are traffic load estimation over a 20 
year period, or climate conditions, or material strengths. 

4. Design procedure inadequacy is another very important "variation" 
that affects pavement design. For example, a design procedure 
developed using limited data is commonly used for design situations 
beyond its range (such as other climatic zones). This could result 
in great variation in the predicted design life and the actual life 
achieved. 

Perhaps many more examples could be described, but the point is clear, 
variability exists in almost everything associated with a pavement, and this 
variability has a great effect on pavement life. The next section describes 
the concepts of how to deal with variability in design to provide some 
assurance that the pavement will last its design life. 

6.0 General Concept of Reliability of Design 

The engineering design of any structure must consider the probability of 
failure, which of course is one minus the probability of success or design 
reliability. The consideration of the design reliability in engineering 
design has been underway since 1947 (14), particularly in the area of 
structural engineering. 

6.1 Use of Structural Reliability Concepts 

The consideration of reliability concepts in pavement design was first 
strongly advocated in the early 1970's and several papers were published on 
the subject (~6,8,9,10.11,12,13,15,16,11). 

Lerner and Moavenzadeh stated the need for consideration of reliability 
in design as follows: 

"Reliability is important in the pavement system because of the 
uncertainty involved in all aspects of the pavement process: 
planning, design, construction, operation and maintenance. 
Uncertainty arises from lack of information and inability to 
predict the future. It is embodied in the assumptions that must be 
made to derive analytical models, the limited amount of data 
available from tests, and the variable quality of the real-world 
environment." (15) 
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A reliability design factor was incorporated into the Texas Highway 
Department pavement design procedure for flexible pavements in 1973, and has 
been used successfully since that time (8,.2, 10). Reliability concepts were 
developed and incorporated into the AASHTO design procedures in 1973 by Kher 
and Darter (,6). The same reliability concepts were then finally adopted into 
the AASHTO Design Guide in 1985 (2). 

A general definition of pavement design reliability is as follows: 

"Reliability is the probability that the pavement system will 
perform its intended function over its design life and under the 
conditions ( or environment) encountered during operation." (8) 

Uncertainty in pavement design has traditionally been accommodated by 
the use of "safety factors." Judgment and experience must be used in 
assigning appropriate safety factors to the various design parameters. Using 
judgement, parameters of which the engineer is less certain are typically 
assigned higher safety factors. If the engineer is familiar with the design 
procedure, the most sensitive factors (for which small variations produce 
large changes in designs) can be assigned very conservative values. 

Application of the traditional safety factor approach to pavement design 
can result m over-design or under-design, depending on the magnitudes of the 
safety factors applied and the sensitivity of the design procedures. A more 
realistic approach to addressing uncertainty is one which utilizes safety 
factors that reflect the amount of statistical variability associated with 
each of the parameters in the design process. The amount of uncertainty 
associated with the parameters and the relative importance of the parameters 
is critical to the design process. The use of design reliability concepts can 
accomplish the same thing as factors of safety. 

6.2 Definitions of Reliability 

As an example, the structural reliability of a simply supported beam can 
be defined in the following way: 

R (percent)= Probability [strength> stress] 

The reliability of the beam not failing is the probability that strength will 
be greater than applied stress. 

where: 

In pavement design, reliability can be defined in a similar way (2): 

R (percent)= Probability [ Nt >NT] 

number of 18-kip ESAL applications to a terminal 
serviceability, as estimated by a predictive equation 
( analogous to strength) 

(2-7.1) 

(2-7.2) 

number of 18-kip ESAL applications forecasted to be 
applied to the pavement over the design period (analogous 
to stress) 
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The reliability of the pavement design to perform its function ( e.g., 
for the serviceability index to remain above an established terminal level) is 
the probability that the number of 18-kip ESAL that the pavement can handle to 
a terminal serviceability condition will be greater than the number of 18-kip 
ESAL applications forecasted. 

Based upon this simple concept, the theory for expressing pavement 
design reliability can be developed. It is very similar to that used in 
structural engineering, but modified to consider repeated loadings ( causing 
fatigue damage) which is predominant for pavements. 

6.3 Example Reliability Design Using Stress/Strength 

This section illustrates the computation of design reliability 
considering simple stress and strength of a concrete slab for structural 
reliability. This example will serve as the basis for understanding pavement 
design reliability (1). 

Whenever the stress level at a point in a structure exceeds the strength 
at that point, a fracture occurs. The probability of fracture can be defined 
as 

Pf= P [ stress(S) > strength(F) ], 

where P [ ] denotes the probability of occurrence of whatever is contained 
within the brackets. Conversely, the probability of no fracture, or the 
reliability (R), can be defined as R = 1- Pf· The strength magnitude 
within a structure is a random variable in the sense that it varies from point 
to J?Oint in the structure. Applied stress magnitude is also a random variable 
which depends in part on loading conditions both from climatic factors and 
traffic loadings. Smee both stress and strength are random variables, the 
Pf can be expressed as follows: 

where: 
Pf= P (S > F] = P [d < O] 

d =F-S 
S = applied stress 
F = strength 

Assuming that both S and F are normally distributed, d will also be normally 
distributed as shown in Figure 2-7.14. 

Using bars above the expressions to represent their mean values, 

ct=F-S. 
The standard deviation of d can be computed as sd by the following 
expression 

where: 

ss = standard deviation of stress, S 
sp = standard deviation of strength, F 
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As shown in Figure 2-7.14, the probability of fracture, Pf, is given by the 
area to the left of 0. 

Pf = P [ d < 0] = P [ -00< d < 0] 

Reliability is the area to the right of 0 as shown. 

To calculate the Pf or R, normal distribution tables can be employed. 
For example, consider die following conditions for a given 7 inch thick slab. 

S = 360 psi, mean tensile stress at the critical location 
F = 690 psi, mean flexural strength of the slab 

ss = 48 psi, sp = 125 psi 

The parameter d must now be transformed into a normal variate with mean of 
zero and variance of 1.0 so that normal distribution tables can be used. 

z = [d - d]/sd = [0 - d]/sd = -330/115 = -2.64 

The area under the normal curve from -ooto -2.64 is 0.0041, and 
therefore PL= 0.41 percent. A graphic illustration of this area of failure 
is shown in Figure 2-7.15 where the actual distributions of the flexural 
strength and stress for the 7 inch thick slab are shown to overlap. This area 
of overlap is not the probability of failure but a function of the probability 
of failure. 

The figure also shows the stress distribution for a 9 inch slab (the 
stress is much lower) where the probability of failure is very small. 

This example has shown the basic calculations necessary to compute the 
probability of failure for a structure. The design reliability is just 1.0 
minus the probability of failure, or 1.0 - 0.0041 = 0.9959. 

6.4 Example Reliability Design Using Traffic Loadings 

Reliability can be defined in the following way: 

"The reliability of a pavement design-performance concept is the 
probability that a pavement section designed using the process will 
perform satisfactorily over the traffic and environmental 
conditions for the design period." (2) 

The definition of pavement design reliability is given by: 

where: 
R (percent) = 100 * Prob (Nt ~ NT) 

number of 18-kip ESA.u the pavement can support before 
reaching terminal serviceability, as estimated by a 
predictive equation) (strength) 

actual design period traffic (number of 18-kip ESALl 
forecasted to be applied to the pavement over the design 
period) (stress) 
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The reliability level of a pavement design is the probability that the 
pavement's actual performance will egual or exceed the actual design period 
traffic, or in other words, the probability that the pavement will survive the 
design period traffic with a serviceability level greater than or equal to 
terminal serviceability. Figure 2-7.16 illustrates the concepts of these 
distributions and their overlap. 

If it is assumed that the log of load applications to failure is 
normally distributed (a common fatigue phenomenon) and also that the log of 
the design period traffic estimate is normally distributed, then the above 
definition of reliability can be written as: 

where: 

R (percent)= 100 * Prob (log Nt.?: log NT) 

= 100 * Prob [(log Nt - log NT).?: 0] 

= lOO * Prob (D _:: 0) 

D = log(Nt) - log(NT) 

Since log Nt and log NT are both normally distributed, their difference D 
is also normally distributed. The relationship of their mean values can be 
written as: 

The standard deviation of D is sn, which can be computed by the 
following equation: 

where: 
sn = [(s1og(Nt))2 + (8log(NT))2]05 

slog(NT) = 

the standard deviation of log Nt (the pavement life 
estimate) 

the standard deviation of log NT (the traffic estimate) 

The transformation that relates D (with a mean of D and a standard deviation 
of sn) and the standard normal variable Z (with a mean of O and a standard 
deviation of 1) is: 

Z= (D-D)/sn 

ForD=O, 

Z=Zoo=oo 

The expression for reliability may then be written as: 

R (percent)= 100 * (Zo < Z <Zoo) 
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The reliability of a design can thus be determined as the area under the 
normal distribution curve between the limits of Z = z0 and Z =oo. Figure 
2-7.17 illustrates the concepts. Note that these concepts are identical to 
that illustrated with stress and strength. 

6.5 Application of Reliability to the Design Process 

The procedure described makes it possible to design at any predetermined 
level of reliability. The overall variance s0 of the pavement performance 
and the estimated design period traffic can be determined for the individual 
design problem if sufficient information is available, or the following 
default values provided in the AASHTO Design Guide can be used (2): 

s0 = 0.34 for rigid pavements and 
0.44 for flexible pavements, 

for the case when variance of projected future traffic is NOT considered, and 
= 0.39 for rigid pavements and 

0.49 for flexible pavements, 

for the case when variance of projected future traffic is considered. These 
values were developed from an analysis variance that existed at the AASHD Road 
test and future traffic prediction. 

It is important to keep in mind that the reliability level is an 
adjustment to the performance of the pavement design as represented in terms 
of traffic, i.e., 18-kip ESALs to terminal serviceability. The consequence of 
this is that the pavement thickness is increased in order to delay the 
occurrence of load-associated deterioration. This apr.roach is reasonable 
overall, but it clearly has some limitations. Serviceability loss is not only 
a function of traffic but also a function of roughness and other distresses, 
which are not entirely load-caused. The occurrence of distress types which 
are not predominantly load-associated ( e.g., swelling soils) may not be 
affected by the reliability adjustment to thickness. Furthermore, increasing 
the pavement thickness to design for a specific reliability level may actually 
increase the rate of progression of some load-associated distresses, such as 
rutting in asphalt concrete layers. 

6.6 Selection of Reliability Level 

The selection of a reliability level for design of a pavement is 
dictated by the expected use of the pavement (i.e., its functional class) 
which affects the consequences of under-designing the pavement. 
Under-designing has more severe consequences for a pavement which is expected 
to carry a high volume of traffic ( e.g., an urban expressway) is greater than 
it does for a pavement which is expected to carry a lower volume of traffic. 
This is primarily because the consequence of under-design in both cases will 
be higher levels of distress and lower levels of serviceability, but the 
difficulty and cost of rehabilitating or maintaining the heavily trafficked 
pavement will be much greater than for the less trafficked pavement. Figure 
2-7.18 illustrates how slab thickness increases for different levels of 
reliability. 

As the level of reliability selected increases, the initial design of 
the pavement can be expected to become more substantial (specifically, the 
thickness increases). This is accompanied by an increase in the cost of the 
initial design. However, a more substantial initial design, on the average, 
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will have a longer performance period; that is, for the same analysis period, 
it will have lower maintenance and rehabilitation costs. It follows that 
there exists some optimum level of reliability which will result in the lowest 
total cost over the analysis period. This concept is illustrated in Figure 
2-7.19. 

The 1986 AASHTO Design Guide (2) recommends design reliability levels 
for various functional classifications. These values were developed from a 
survey of state design procedures, in which the level of reliability inherent 
in each procedure was determined by functional class and location (i.e., rural 
or urban). Keep in mind that these values are generally applicable to all 
pavements of a particular functional class and location. The actual value of 
optimum reliability will depend on the variances associated with the . 
individual design parameter for the specific pavement being designed. 

6. 7 Example REiiabiiity Design Calculations For Pavements 

This section will illustrate the computation of design reliability 
considering 18-kip ESAL concept for pavements. 

Example 1. For a particular pavement design, suppose: 

1. log Nt = 7.1 (i.e., predicted pavement ESAL = 12.6 million using 
the AASHTO performance equation) 

2. s1og(Nt) = 0.4 

3. log NT= 6.5 (i.e., predicted traffic ESAL = 3.2 million) 

4. slog(NT) = 0.2 

Then Zo = -[7.1-6.5]/[(0.4)2 + (0.2)2]0.5 

From a normal distribution table (Figure 2-7.4), the area from -1.342 to 
oo is 0.91. Therefore, the reliability level is 91 percent. Even though 
the estimated traffic is 3.2 million ESALs, the pavement is being designed for 
12.6 million ESAI..s ( or 3.98 times more) to provide for 91 percent reliability. 

The procedure described above can be reversed to design for any selected 
reliability level. 

Example 2. Suppose a reliability level of 95 percent is selected for 
the pavement in the previous example. 

1. R = 95 percent 

2. z0 = -1.645 (from normal distribution table) 

-[(LogNT)-6.5]/[(0.4)2 + (0.2)2]0.5 

log Nt = 7.23 (predicted performance= 17 million ESALs) 

The higher value determined for log N in this example represents the 
increase that must be made in the design in order to provide the higher 
reliability level specified for the same actual design period traffic. 
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BLOCK 3 

Flexible Pavement Design 
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Modules 
3-1 
3-2 
3-3 
3-4 

BLOCK 3 - FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT DESIGN 

BASIC PRINCIPLES OF FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT DESIGN 
AASHTO PROCEDURE FOR FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT DESIGN 
OTHER PROCEDURES FOR FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT DESIGN 
FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT SHOULDER DESIGN 

This block introduces empirical and mechanistic design approaches and 
demonstrates how the inputs and other factors are considered in each design 
method. Steps for developing new design procedures are also described. 

This block of instruction will show how each design procedure was 
developed, discuss its strengths and limitations, and will demonstrate the 
sensitivity of the resulting designs to variations in the inputs. In-depth 
familiarity with the AASHTO design procedure will be accomplished through the 
use of the AASHTO design computer program on microcomputers for "hands on" 
solution of example problems. The mechanistic approach will be discussed, 
and computer based programs will be used by the participants to calculate 
stresses and strains in actual pavement sections to develop a feeling of 
pavement responses in the design process. 

Participants will be introduced to flexible pavement shoulder design 
considerations and concepts to round out the complete flexible pavement 
thickness design process. 

Upon completion of this block the participant will be able to complete 
the instructional objectives listed for each module. 
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Module3-1 

BASIC PRINCIPLES OF FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT DESIGN 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module introduces the participants to empirical and 
mechanistic-empirical design concepts as they apply to flexible pavement 
thickness design. Upon completion of this module the participants will be 
able to: 

1. Differentiate between empirical and mechanistic-empirical design 
concepts. 

2. Understand the steps required to develop empirical and 
mechanistic-empirical procedures for flexible pavement thickness 
design. 

3. Describe the assumptions, advantages and limitations of each of 
the above design approaches. 

4. List several common design procedures and identify their 
underlying design concepts (i.e., empirical or mechanistic 
empirical). 

5. List the typical locations of flexible pavement critical stresses, 
describe methods of computing the magnitude of these stresses, and 
describe the distresses that they may cause. 

6. Describe the effects of varying critical flexible pavement design 
inputs on pavement distress and performance. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION TO THE DESIGN OF FLEXIBLE PAVEMENTS 

Flexible pavement structural design is the determination of the 
thickness and vertical position of paving material elements which can best be 
combined to provide a serviceable roadway for predicted traffic over the 
selected pavement design life. These elements mclude the various subbase 
and base courses as well as the pavement surface and a suitable recognition 
of the roadbed soils. Each layer of the pavement structure can be designed 
and located to take advantage of the particular properties of that material. 
The goal is to use the most economical arrangement and minimum thickness of 
each material necessary to protect the underlying courses and the roadbed 
from distresses caused by imposed traffic loads. 

The principle factors considered in flexible pavement structural design 
are the climate, traffic loads (magnitude and volume), roadbed soil 
characteristics, thickness and material properties of the surfacing and 
paving courses, and the required design reliability of the final structure. 

Even though most of the critical pavement design factors have been 
recognized by pavement engineers for many years, various engineering agencies 
have adopted design procedures which have been developed or adapted to 
address local conditions based on experience and observed performance. Thus, 
it is not uncommon to obtain different design thicknesses from different 

287 



design methods for identical input factors with different local procedures. 
Some of the differences between various design procedures can be attributed 
to the lack of a precise and quantitative descnption of what constitutes 
pavement failure. Othe!s arise fr<?m the fact that differences were present 
m te~t methods, evaluat10n of _environmental effects, and ways of handling 
traffic developed for each design procedure. 

Two basic approaches are being actively developed to determine the 
required layer thicknesses for asphalt concrete pavement structures: 

1. Empirical procedures. 

2. Mechanistic-empirical procedures (which are often simply referred 
to as "mechanistic" or "rational" procedures). 

2.1 Introduction to Empirical Design Approaches 

Empirical procedures are derived from experience or observation alone, 
often without due regard for system behavior or pavement theory. Empirically 
derived relationships between performance, load, and pavement thickness for a 
given geographic location and climatic condition are the basis for many 
currently-used design methods. These models are generally used to determine 
required pavement thickness, the number of load applications to failure, or 
the occurrence of distresses as a function of pavement materials properties, 
subgrade type, climate, traffic, etc. 

One advantage in using empirical models is that they tend to be simple 
and easy to use. Unfortunately they are usually only accurate for the exact 
conditions under which they were developed. They may actually be invalid 
outside of the range of variables used in the development. 

The AASHTO, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Louisiana, and Utah designs 
are among a large family of pavement design techniques which were developed 
primarily on the basis of observed field performance. 

2.2 Introduction to Mechanistic-Empirical Design Approaches 

Pavement performance research in the United States is currently 
directed toward the mechanistic-empirical approach. Mechanistic-empirical 
design procedures utilize calculated stresses, strains, and deflections 
enhanced with distress or performance prediction models. The determination 
of pavement response (stresses, strains and deflections) to loads is 
accomplished using the techniques described later in this module. The 
distress and performance models are typicallyempirical relationships between 
distresses (such as rut depth and fatigue cracking) and design inputs such as 
material properties, stress repetitions, climate, etc. These models are 
developed from laboratory data and/or the observed performance of in-service 
pavements and can be used to estimate the maximum number of repetitions of a 
given level of stress, strain or deflection a pavement can withstand before 
reaching an unacceptable state of serviceability. 

When the pavement response values have been determined at critical 
locations in the proposed pavement they can be compared with the maximum 
allowable values obtained from the distress and serviceability models. The 
pavement can then be designed iteratively by adjusting the different layer 

288 



thicknesses and/or properties to obtain calculated stresses, strains, and 
deflections that are acceptable and that do not allow distresses to develop 
to an unacceptable level. 

Mechanistic design offers the only direct analytical consideration of 
the numerous variables that influence pavement performance in a design 
procedure. The mechanistic approach has the potential to consider even very 
complex design factors such as the stress dependency of both the roadbed and 
base course, the time and temperature dependency of the asphaltic layers, and 
the interface conditions between layer components. While simplifying 
assumptions must be made in certain applications, the use of mechanistic 
theories offer the possibility of developing design procedures that are 
capable of addressin$ a wide range of climates, load conditions, pavement 
structures and matenal types. 

Another important advantage to this design philosophy is the ability to 
analyze a pavement for several different failure modes such as cracking due 
to repeated loads or permanent deformation due to repetitive shear and 
compression stresses. The engineer can then adjust the design accordingly to 
produce a cost-effective pavement section that should not fad prematurely. 

One disadvantage is that this approach typically requires more 
comprehensive and sophisticated data inputs than empirical design 
techniques. Extensive lab and field testing may be required to determine 
input parameters such as resilient modulus, creep compliance, dynamic 
modulus, Poisson's ratio, fracture toughness, etc. Another area of concern 
is that some of the simplifying assumptions that are commonly used in 
mechanistic approaches (linearly elastic materials and the validity of 
superimposing climatic and load related pavement responses) are not valid in 
all cases. In general, however, these assumptions do not produce large 
errors in the final thickness selection for the pavement design. 

Current pavement and overlay design procedures that are based in part 
on mechanistic-empirical concepts include the Asphalt Institute, VESYS, 
BISAR, Shell, OAF and OAR procedures, PSAD, and, PDMAP. 

3.0 STRESSES IN FLEXIBLE PAVEMENTS 

When a wheel load is applied to a pavement structure, a stress is 
produced in each material. This stress also produces a corresponding strain 
in each material. These parameters are usually measured by recording the 
vertical deflection of the pavement under the load. The stresses, strains, 
and deflections are the pavement responses to the applied load. Stress is a 
force, load per unit area, (in pounds per square inch) and strain is the 
change in dimension per unit dimension (inches _per inch). Pavement stresses, 
strains, and deflections are caused by traffic loadmg, daily or seasonal 
temperature and moisture changes, and by any changes in the conditions of 
pavement support. The ma~itude of these responses determines the type and 
extent, and rapidity with wluch deterioration develops in the pavement 
system. The pavement structure and layer arrangement, as shown in Figure 
3-1.1, have a dramatic influence on the stresses and strains. This figure 
will be explained further in this module. 

The theory of elasticity is the fundamental procedure that has been 
used to calculate stresses in a continuous media subjected to a load. the 
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simplest configuration is a layer of one material. This situation was 
solved by Boussinesq, and is the starting point for elasticity analysis of 
layered structures. 

3.1 Boussincsq Theory 

A one-layer analysis can be used to calculate approximate stresses in 
actual multi-layered pavement structures, provided that the following 
requirements are met: 

1. The pavement surface is less than 4 inches thick. 

2. The ratio of pavement modulus (Ep) to that of the subgrade (Es) is 
less than or equal to one (Ep/Es ~ 1 ). Flexible pavements with a 
thick base and a very thin surface course meet this requirement. 

3. The load radius (a) is relatively large as compared to pavement 
thickness (h) i.e., a/h is very large. 

4. The pavement primarily consists of one layer such as the subgrade. 

When a pavement structure meets the above requirements, Boussinesq 
showed that the vertical stress ~z) at any depth under a point load (P) can 
be calculated. 

Since the tire imprint for a flexible pavement is considerably larger 
than a point load for which Boussinesq derived his equation, the load is 
assumed to be uniformly distributed on a circular tire imprint. Work by 
Newmark and others integrated the Boussinesq solutions to allow for circular 
loads through use of influence charts and tables. The variation of stress 
with depth for a circular load follows the same pattern as for the point load 
with only a difference in magnitude. Table 3-1.1 shows the elastic layer 
equations for calculating stress, strain, and deflection at any point in the 
one-layer flexible pavement system. Reference 1 provides the functions A 
through H in tabular form. 

The significant conclusions of Boussinesq theory are: 

1. Vertical stress decreases with depth and radial distance. 

2. Maximum stress occurs directly under the load. 

3. Stress is independent of material properties. 

4. On any horizontal plane at depth z, the stress distribution is 
bell-shaped. The stress decreases with the distance away from the 
center of load. 

3.2 Multi-Layer Theory 

A flexible pavement is more realistically represented by three or more 
layers as shown in Figure 3-1.1. Calculating stresses and strains for a 
multi-layered system is a more involved procedure with more complicated 
assumptions and has not been practical before the introduction of the 
computer. 
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To use multilayer elastic theory, several assumptions must be made. 
They are: 

1. Material properties of each layer are homogenous; i.e., the 
property of Point A is the same as Point B ( see Figure 3-1.1 ). 

2. Each layer has a finite thickness, except for the lower layer 
which extends to infinity. All layers are infinite in the lateral 
direction (no joints or cracks in the vicinity of the load). 

3. Each layer is isotropic; i.e., the properties at a specific point 
such as A are the same in every direction or orientation (see 
Figure 3-1.1). 

4. Full friction is developed between all layers at each layer 
interface. 

5. Surface shearing forces (frictional forces) are not present at the 
surface. 

6. The stress solutions are characterized by two material properties 
for each layer. They are Poisson's ratio (µ) and the elastic 
modulus (E). 

Poisson's ratio is defined as the ratio of lateral strain to axial 
strain and is dimensionless. Poisson's ratio for compressible materials such 
as rubber, asphalt, or some cohesive soil is approximately equal to 0.5. For 
other material, the ratio ranges from 0.15 for concrete to 0.45 for asphaltic 
concrete. Poisson's ratios for common paving materials are presented in 
Table 3-1.2. 

The elastic, or resilient modulus, is defined as the ratio of applied 
axial stress to axial strain. The elastic modulus has the dimensions of 
stress, pounds per square inch (psi). 

Figure 3-1.1 shows an isolated element within the pavement structure 
to show the complicated state of stress in a pavement material. A total of 
nine stress components exist. These stresses are comprised of three normal 
stress~s (<1z, c;-,ot) acting perpendicular to t~e element face and six 
shearing stresses ( "rt' 'l:t' ·zr ·rv 'tz, -rzt) actmg parallel 
to the face. At each pomt m the system, there exists an orientation of the 
element such that the shear stresses acting on each face is zero. The normal 
stresses under this condition are defined as principle stresses and are 
denoted as '1J (major stress),"2 (intermediate stress), anda3 (minor 
stress). The bulk stress (8) is cfefined as the sum of the principal stresses 
at a given point (2). Given this triaxial stress state, strains are computed 
as follows: 

Ez = (l/E)Pz - ~ +<t)] 

Er= (lfE)rc - t1i +uz)] 

Et= (1/E)[q - ~ +Gz)] 
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Table 3-1.2. POISSON 1 S RATIOS FOR COMIDM PAVII(; MATERIALS 

Material 

Concrete 
Asphaltic concrete 
Granular base 
Cement-treated base 
Lime-stabilized soil 
Subgrade 
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Poisson's Ratio 

0.15 
0.40 
0.37 
0.20 
0.35 
0.45 



There are major limitations to the application of elastic layer theory: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Linear elastic theory assumes that all materials respond linearly 
over any stress range ( see Figure 3-1.2( a)). Paving materials are 
"stress dependent," meaning, their response is a function of their 
stress state. Paving materials only respond linearly at very low 
stress states, stress states much lower than experienced by 
highway trafficking. 

Linear elastic theory assumes that the material response is 
nonviscous (Figure 3-l.2(b) ). Asphalt concrete is example of a 
complex viscoelastic material. It is time and stress dependent, 
and its properties can only be approximated using linear elastic 
theory. 

Linear elastic theory assumes that all deformation is recoverable 
(see Figure 3-l.2(c)). In reality, paving materials require a 
great deal of time to fully recover strain. Most deformation can 
be considered to contain some plastic deformation. Generally, 
linear viscoelastic theory is used in predicting permanent 
deformation in pavement systems. 

Fortunately, the stresses and strains calculated using elastic theory 
are reasonable, even with the limitations presented above. 

3.3 Stresses and Strains 

As mentioned, each loading whether load or environmental related will 
produce a pavement response, a stress or strain. It is these values that 
produce the deterioration in the pavement as seen in the distress appearing 
on the surface. The flexible pavement does not require extra appurtenance 
such as dowels or reinforcing steel which produce stresses and interact with 
stresses. The flexible pavement is analyzed as a continuum, and the stresses 
or strains are those produced by the load or the environment. 

3.3.1 Vertical Stresses 

The wheel load produces a vertical stress under the wheel as shown in 
the Boussinesq analysis. The vertical stress is responsible for compressing 
the pavement materials (rutting). Each layer in the pavement will have a 
different capability to resist this vertical compression. 

3.3.2 Shear Stresses 

The shear stress is produced by the load as it approaches a point in 
the pavement. The shear stress is most critical in the base course, and 
design procedures have been developed which minimize the shear in the base. 
Shearing stresses in the base produce unstable movements in the base as are 
commonly seen on low volume roads which are overloaded. 

3.3.3 Radial Stresses 

Under the wheel load, the pavement materials are deformed. This 
deformation is similar to the bendmg of a beam, and this typically produces 
a radial tensile stress at the bottom of the layers. The asphalt concrete 
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surface layer develops considerable tensile stresses which lead to fatigue of 
the layer. Stabilized base layers also develop considerable tensile stresses 
which contribute to the cracking of stabilized layers. 

3.4 Critical Stresses and Strains 

The critical stress or strain is the maximum value of that stress or 
strain that occurs in the pavement system under the given loading 
conditions. Depending on the material combinations, the critical levels will 
occur in different materials for different pavements. Each material used in 
the pavement system has a specific tensile strength, compressive strength, or 
shear strength. When the strength of a material is exceeded, through 
repeated or single loading conditions, the material will fail. It is crucial 
to know precisely where stresses or strains will be at their maximum value, 
and what that maximum value will be. 

The critical stresses for an asphalt surface over a granular base, a 
traditional flexible pavement, are shown in Figure 3-1.3. The critical 
tensile strain (Location 2) is located at the bottom of the asphalt concrete 
surface. With repeated traffic loading, the tensile stress at the bottom of 
the surface layer progressively damages the asphalt concrete until a crack 
begins. As the pavement is further trafficked, a fatigue crack propagates 
upward. 

The vertical stress component at Location 1 is a compressive stress. 
With repeated traffic loading the compressive stress in the asphalt layer 
causes compaction of the surface layer which leads to rutting of asphaltic 
concrete. 

Unbound granular bases cannot resist tension (low cohesion in the Mohr 
failure envelop). Overstressing the base material can lead to pavement 
rutting and shoving as the base develops shear failure. 

Pavement rutting results from repeated vertical stress on the top of 
subgrade (Location 4). Each application of a load produces some permanent 
deformation through consolidat10n of the roadbed material in every layer. 
The common distress termed rutting is typically most related to high vertical 
stress levels on the roadbed material. 

Figure 3-1.4 shows the critical stress location for an asphalt surface 
over a stabilized base. The use of different materials in the pavement 
structure causes the critical radial strain to shift to the bottom of the 
stabilized layer. The remaining critical stresses are similar to the 
flexible pavement situation in Figure 3-1.3. 

The magnitude of stresses and strains can be determined usi:pg graphical 
solutions or computer programs, although any calculation for more than one 
or two layers becomes very complicated. Many elastic layer computer programs 
have been developed to analyze flexible pavement systems, such as, ELSYM5, 
CHEVRON, BISAR, SDEL. Each program has its own unique attributes which allow 
different calculations to be performed: 

1. The CHEVRON elastic layer program is a strict application of 
elastic layer theory. 
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2. The BISAR program is based on linear elastic theory; however, an 
interface friction parameter may be specified (i.e. may have 
partial bonding between layers) and horizontal loading (i.e. 
braking of a vehicle) is possible. 

3. SDEL is based on stress-dependent linear elastic theory (i.e. the 
response to a stress state by a material is a function of depth 
within the pavement layer). 

4. ELSYMS is an elastic layer program allowing multiple wheel loads 
and interface slip. 

3.5 Finite Element Procedures 

Finite element theory is a complex method of analyzing the elastic 
response of a pavement system. Each layer in the pavement is divided into 
many small "elements" as shown in Figure 3-1.5 The stress state in each 
element is calculated using theory of elasticity, assuming adjacent elements 
are dependent on each other, namely that they are connected at the nodes. 
Different formulations of finite element programs assume different levels of 
compatibility between the individual elements. Advanced applications can 
account for plasticity and non-linear responses between the elements at their 
nodes, and along the edges. Each element can take on different properties, 
depending on the storage capacity of the computer being used. 

Several finite element programs have been developed to analyze flexible 
pavement systems. One of the more popular is ILLI-PAVE, a stress dependent 
finite element program developed at the University of Illinois. The finite 
element formulation allows the modulus of any particular element to be a 
function of its placement within the pavement layer (4). 

Finite element programs are powerful tools that must be utilized with 
extreme caution. They require development of a finite element "mesh" with 
specific size requirements on element size for each loading condition and 
pavement cross-section. Figure 3-1.5 shows a finite element mesh developed 
for use with the ILLI-P A VE computer program. If the mesh is inaccurate, 
erroneous results will be produced. A thorough working knowledge of finite 
element concepts is recommended before using finite element programs. 

3.6 Non-Load Related Stresses in Flexible Pavements 

3.6.1 Shrinkage Cracking 

Shrinkage cracking affects nearly all layers in a flexible pavement 
depending on the materials being used. Asphalt concrete undergoes continual 
volume changes under temperature cycling. Over time, the flexibility of the 
asphalt cement is reduced throu~h oxidation under continued solar radiation, 
and the surface layer loses its ability to resist the stresses produced by 
each temperature cycle, and the pavement begins to crack. This pattern of 
cracking 1s typically called block cracking, and is not related to structural 
adequacy of the pavement. Over time, the continual volume changes will 
accumulate in the asphalt, and produce very wide cracking as the asphalt 
shrinks and grows brittle. 
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Stabilized materials such as lime or cement stabilized materials 
undergo shrinkage in much the same manner as concrete as the cement material 
hydrates. When the shrinkage reaches a point, the material will crack under 
the shrinkage stress. 

3.6.2 Temperature Induced Stresses 

Thermal cracking of asphaltic concrete pavements has long been a 
problem for pavement designers in a variety of climatic areas. Thermal 
cracking is not only a problem in the colder climates such as Canada or the 
northern United States, but it can be found in a majority of the United 
States, when the proper combination of temperature and asphalt properties are 
present (3_). 

Low-temperature cracking results when tensile stresses develops in the 
asphalt concrete as the temperature drops to an extremely low value. This 
low value is a winter temperature and is generally represented by the lowest 
temperature occurring in one day. When these low values of temperature 
occur, the resulting tensile stress in the asphaltic concrete can become 
larger than the tensile strength of the mixture at that temperature. Should 
this occur, a tensile crack would form immediately. 

Thermal fatigue cracking, however, develops under more moderate 
temperature extremes, typically under daily temperature cycles that may occur 
during any time of the year. Under daily temperature variations, the tensile 
stress will be highest during the night when the temperature drops from the 
warmer daytime level. Because the daily temperature cycling occurs at a 
level much higher than those present for low-temperature cracking, the stress 
is typically far below the tensile strength of the mixture at that 
temperature. Thus, failure does not occur immediately, but it develops over 
an extended time period similar to load-induced fatigue of the asphalt 
concrete; hence, the name thermal fatigue cracking. 

Low temperature cracking is more prominent in the freeze areas 
(Northern United States and Canada). Thermal fatigue cracking can occur in 
any climatic zone which experiences large daily temperature fluctuations. It 
is an oversimplification to place the problem in one environmental region or 
another because of the complex relationship between climate and mixture 
properties that produce one form of cracking or the other. In areas of mild 
climate and moderately low temperatures during a winter period, the use of a 
hard grade asphalt cement may interact with these temperatures to produce 
low-temperature cracking similar to what occurs in the more northerly areas 
(3_). 

3. 7 Sensitivity Analysis 

A typical flexible pavement system shown in Figure 3-1.6 represents a 
cross-section very similar to that used in the AASHTO Road Test. This 
section was examined with the E1SYM5 elastic layer program to show the 
sensitivity of the pavement to input parameters. The results of the analysis 
are given in Table 3-1.3, from which the following conclusions can be drawn: 

1. Tire pressure has a large effect on the stress and strain in the 
surface layer. As the tire pressure increases, the surface 
vertical stress, radial stress, and radial strain increase 
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Table 3-1.3. Sensitivity of Multi-Layer Elastic Theory of Various Input Parameters. 

HIGH 

STANDARD TIRE STRONG 1,.1 = 0.5 6" LIME ASPHALT 

PAVEMENT PRESSURE SUBGRADE STABILIZED BASE 

/.l (TOP OF AC, in.) 0.034 0.036 0.021 0.034 0.029 0.023 

Oz (TOP OF AC, psi) -70.0 -140.0 -70.0 -70.0 -70.0 -70.0 

O (BOTTOM OF AC, 
r psi) 

200.0 291.0 191.0 270.0 188.0 -6.2 

Er (BOTTOM OF AC, 296.0 429.0 
£ X 10 6 ) 

284.0 294.0 280.0 22.0 

Oz (TOP OF BASE, psi) -26.5 -34.4 -27.3 -24.2 -27.4 -50.4 

0 r (BOTTOM OF BASE, 7.0 7.4 4.3 7.7 3.9 60.6 
psi) 

Oz (TOP OF SUBBASE, -8.6 -9.3 -10.6 -8.4 -10.5 -3.7 
psi) 

0 r (BOTTOM OF 5.3 5.3 0.6 5.9 -1.0 2.2 
SUBBASE, psi) 

Oz (TOP OF SUBGRADE, -3.5 -3.5 -5.7 -3.5 -2.2 -1.7 
psi) 

O,z$36" SUBGRADE, psi) -1.6 -1.6 -2.4 1.6 -1.4 -0.9 

NOTE ( +) TENSION 

(-) COMPRESSION 

CEMENT 

BASE 

0.017 

-70.0 

-38.4 

-18.8 

-58.2 

100.0 

-2.2 

1.1 

-1.2 

-0.7 



STANDARD PAVEMENT 

9000 lbs. 

T E 1 = 500,000 psi 4• AC 

t 1-11 = 0.30 

CRUSHED E2 = 25,000 psi a• 

t 
STONE 1-12 = 0.35 

E3 = 15,000 psi 
s· GRAVEL 

l IJ3 = 0.35 

E4 = 5000 psi 

FINE SUBGRADE IJ4 = 0.45 

SENSITIVITY TO: 

TIRE PRESSURE = 140 psi 

SUBGRADE STRENGTH -E4 = 15,000 psi 

POISSON'S RATIO -p = 0.5 FOR ALL LAYERS 

LIME STABILIZE TOP 5• OF SUBGRADE - E4 = 50,000 psi 

(SUBGRADE) -ES : 5000 psi 

ASPHALT STABILIZED BASE -E2 = 300,000 psi 

CEMENT STABILIZED BASE -E2 = 1,000,000 psi 

Figure 3-1. 6. Standard Pavement for Sensitivity Analysis. 
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substantially. Because of the distance from the load, tire 
pressure has a smaller and smaller effect in the lower layers. 
This points up the major problem of increasing tire pressures, 
namely, it is the surface layer which will be overstressed. 

2. The stiffness of the roadbed soil has a substantial effect on 
surface deflection and radial strain in the subbase. Since 
approximately 70% of the deflection results from the subgrade, 
increasing the subgrade stiffness substantially decreases the 
deflection. The radial stress in the subbase decreases with 
increasing subgrade strength due primarily to the increase in 
stiffness of the subgrade layer. 

3. Poisson's Ratio has little or no effect on any of the pavement 
responses. 

4. Stabilizing the subgrade to a depth of 6" with lime affects the 
surface deflection and the radial stresses of the granular layers 
because the lime will stiffen the soil. The radial stresses are 
reduced due to the confining of the granular layer between two 
"rigid" layers. 

5. Stabilizing the base course, with either cement or asphalt, 
reduces surface deflection, decreases radial stress and strain in 
the surface, increases radial stress and vertical stresses in the 
base course, and reduces subgrade vertical stress. The critical 
radial stress and strain is shifted to the bottom of the 
stabilized layer due to the added stiffness of the stabilized 
layer. 

This shifting of critical stresses indicates the importance which must 
be given to the modular ratio of the layers in a pavement. Materials cannot 
be placed in the pavement structure in a random fashion and perform in the 
same manner as a pavement with the same materials arranged in a different 
order. 

3.8 The ELSYMS Elastic Layer Program 

This solution of the elastic layer theory provides the means to 
determine stresses, strains, and deflections in a pavement system with up to 
5 different materials. Multiple wheel loads can be placed on the surface to 
model multiple axle configurations. This program has the added feature of 
inducing layer slip which may be useful in modelling material deficiencies in 
existing pavements. 

3.8.1 Input Data 

ELSYM5 is a user friendly menu driven program. The main menu screen is 
shown in Figure 3-1.7. Individual input screens are provided, and each one 
is related specifically to the data required. Figure 3-1.8 shows the input 
selection screen 1.2 for assistance in selecting the various parameters 
required to perform an elastic layered analysis. Figure 3-1.9 contains input 
screen 1.2.2 for the elastic layer data, primarily thickness, Poisson's 
ration and modulus of elasticity for each layer. Screen 1.2.3 shown in 
Figure 3-1.10 contains data describing the placement location of the load. 
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Interactive Input Processor 
Version 1.0, Released 10/85 

Developed by 
SRA Technologies, Inc. 

ract to 

MAIN MENU 

1. Instructions 
2. Create a New Data File 
3. Mod.ify an Existing Data File 
4. Perform Analysis 
5. Exit - Return to DOS 

Selection: 

Figure 3-1.7. ELSYMS, Elastic Layer Analysis Program, 
Main Menu Screen. 
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Screen 1.2 

Create a New Data File Menu 

1. Enter/Modify Run Title 

2. Enter/Modify Elastic Layer Data 

3. Enter/Modify Load Data 

4. Enter/Modify Evaluation Location Data 

5. Write Data to an Output File 

6. Return to M::lin Menu 

Selection: 

Figure 3-1.8. ELSYMS Data File Creation Screen. 
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Screen i. 2 • 2 
ELASTIC LAYER DATA 

3 

(top to Thickness Poisson's 
bottom) (inches) Ratio Elasticity 

1 4.00 .35 400000.00 

2 8.00 .40 35000.00 

3 .00 .35 5000.00 

Note: Enter Zero thickness when bottom layer is sEmi-infinite. 

Figure 3-1.9. ELSYM5 Elastic Layer Data Screen. 
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LOAD DATA 

Enter two of the following, the third is calculated. 

Load: 9000 lbs Pressure: 
.00 psi Load Radius: 6 

Number of load locations: 1 

Location 
number== 

1 
Coordinates 

X == 
0 

:R: 'Ib Next Data Field; F2: Skip to End of Screen 

Y= 
0 

Figure 3-1.10. ELSYMS Load Data Input Screen. 
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Multiple loads can be placed for analysis. Screen 1.2.4 shown in Figure 
3.1-11 contains the description for the location of the points where stress 
or strain calculations are desired. The location is specified by the depth 
below the surface, and the distance from the origin used to place the load on 
the surface. At each step of the data entry, the user is prompted for entry 
of data until all data has been entered and the user is placed at the main 
menu and the analysis is performed. 

3.8.2 Output Data 

The stresses, strains, and deflections are calculated at each location 
specified in the input screen. Each layer is desired parameter is 
displayed. The selection menu is shown in Figure 3-1.12. This figure also 
contains the output for the displacements on the surface of the pavement 
structure shown in the preceding input screens. Under the wheel load (0,0) 
the deflection in the x and y directions are zero, while the vertical 
deflection (UZ) is .0383 inches. Figure 3-1.13 contains the selection screen 
for layer 2, and the output for stresses at a depth of 3 inches, which is the 
bottom of the asphalt concrete layer. Of importance to the pavement designer 
are the normal stresses in the X, Y, and Z duections. Directly under the 
wheel load, the SXX and SYY stresses are the radial tensile stresses which 
develop fatigue in the asphalt concrete layer. The sign convention in this 
program has compressive stresses with negative signs and tension stresses 
with positive signs. The strains could be printed in the same manner. 

3.9 Design Principles 

Figure 3-1.14 and Figure 3-1.15 illustrate the sensitivity of pavement 
responses to the various input parameters for a two-layer elastic system. 
Each of these charts illustrates how changes in one parameter of the pavement 
structure will alter the response: 

The principal objectives in designing a flexible pavement with these 
analytical programs are to minimize critical stresses or strains. These 
stress or strain values can be reduced through a judicious choice of material 
thicknesses and modulus values. The most efficient ways of reducing tensile 
stresses and strains in the upper layers are: 

1. Reduce the modulus ratio between the upper layers (i.e., decrease 
El/E2). 

2. Increase the thickness ratios of the upper layers (i.e., increase 
hl/h2). 

The most efficient way of reducing subgrade compressive stresses and 
strains is to reduce the ratio of load radius to base thickness (i.e decrease 
a/h2). Another method of reducing subgrade stresses is to increase the 
rigidity of the upper pavement layers, particularly the layer directly above 
the subgrade. The capabilities of the mechanistic approach will be 
highlighted by comparison with the empirical approach. 

4.0 EMPIRICAL THICKNESS DESIGN CONCEPTS FOR FLEXIBLE PAVEMENTS 

Empirical procedures are those that rely largely on engineering 
experience and judgment, mathematical performance or distress models based on 
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Screen 1. 2 . 4 
EVALUATION LOCATION DATA 

Results are evaluated for all combinations of X-Y coordinates and 
Depths of z. 

Number of X-Y I_X)sitions: 0 
Number of Z p:,sition 0 

'Position X y Position 

CR: To Next Data Field; F2: Skip to End of Screen 

Figure 3-1.11. ELSYM5 Evaluation Location Data Screen. 
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XP 
.oo 

Displacements 

yp ux 
.00 .OOOE+OO 

UY 
.OOOE+OO 

RESULTS MENU FDR ELSYMS 

uz 
.383E-01 

---------------------------
LAYER= 1 z = .oo 

1. - Stresses Nonnal & Shear & Principal 
2. - Strains Normal & Shear & Principal 
3. - Displacements 
4. - Return or Continue with Next Layer 

Selection=> 

Figure 3-1.12. ELSYMS Output Screen for Displacements on 
Surface Under Center on Load. 
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XP 
.00 

XP 
.00 

yp 

.00 

yp 

.00 

Nonnal Stresses 

sxx SYY szz 
.668E+02 .668E+02 -.425E+02 

Principal -- Stresses 

PSl PS2 PS3 
.668E+02 .668E+02 -.425E+02 

RESULTS MENU FOR ELSYMS 
---------------------------
LAYER= 1 z == 3.00 

1. - Stresses Nonnal & Shear & Principal 
2. - Strains Norrral & Shear & Principal 
3. - Displacements 
4. - Return or Continue with Next Layer 

Selection=> 

Shear Stresses 

SXY sxz 
.OOOE+OO .OOOE+OO 

Shear Stresses 

PSSl PSS2 
.547E+02 .OOOE+OO 

Figure 3-1.13. ELSYMS Output for Stresses at the Bottom 
of the Asphalt Concrete Surface Layer. 
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measurements of field performance, or some combination thereof, often without 
consideration of structural theory. 

where: 

Performance models typically take the following form: 

y = a + b*xl c + d*x2e + ... 

y 

xl, x2, ... = 

= the predicted performance variable, such as rutting, 
cracking, serviceability, etc. 

independent design variables, such as traffic volume and 
composition, climate, material properties, layer 
thicknesses, etc. 

a, b, c, ... == constants. 

Examples of empirical models might include: 

1. Estimation of predicted loss of serviceability for a given 
pavement design, traffic, and climatic conditions over a period of 
time. 

2. Prediction of the rutting that will be found on a particular 
pavement given traffic volumes and compositions, pavement 
materials properties, subgrade type, climate, etc. 

3. Predicting the number of 18-kip ESALs that a pavement can 
withstand before fatigue cracking reaches an unacceptable level. 

Empirical models can be developed for any distress or performance 
parameter that can be measured provided there exists a correlation with other 
measurable or observable conditions or design inputs. 

Many empirical procedures deal with the concept of loss of 
serviceability, or functional failure, rather than structural failure. This 
can also be considered a plus from the user's standpoint because designs that 
are based on structural integrity may provide unacceptable service conditions 
without failing structurally ( e.g., faulting of rigid pavement joints). 
Designs based on roughness or serviceability should satisfy the users without 
sacrificing structural integrity. 

Empirical models are subject to certain limitations. They are usually 
accurate only for the exact conditions and ranges of independent variables 
under which they were developed and may actually be invalid outside of these 
ranges. Thus, empirical procedures allow the user to confidentially design 
only pavement sections that are similar to the sections that were used to 
develop the design procedure. This applicability may represent a narrow 
range of conditions and designs and may hamper the consideration of many 
important design factors that could be considered using mechanistic 
procedures. The use of empirical design procedures in the development and 
analysis of new and unique designs can be a questionable proposit10n. 
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4.1 A Framework for the Development of Empirical Design Procedures 

A general approach to the development and use of empirical design 
procedures is illustrated in Figure 3-1.16. 

The first step in the development of an empirical pavement design 
procedure is to establish a base of experience upon which to draw conclusions 
regarding the effects of various design inputs on pavement performance. This 
experience may include the opinions of "experts" who can provide information 
concerning the design and performance history of both existing and 
inaccessible ( distant or reconstructed) pavements, but should include 
measured and directly observed data as well. It is very important that the 
database include pavement sections that represent variations in all of the 
inputs that are desired in the design models ( e.g., varying layer 
thicknesses, pavement support, traffic levels, chmatic conditions, etc.). 
While the inclusion of sufficient cases to complete a replicated factorial 
design matrix is desirable to assure the development of statistically 
sigmficant models it is practically impossible to achieve in practice. 
Experience has shown that very good models can be developed using an 
incomplete design matrix if the database includes a sufficient number of 
cases representing variations in the design input parameters. 

After an appropriate database has been established, preliminary 
performance and distress models must be developed using statistical analysis 
procedures. One approach to developing these models is to determine which 
independent ( design or input) variables appear to correlate well with the 
dependent (performance or distress) variable. This can be accomplished by 
many commercially available computer programs (10, 11) or by simply plotting 
data pairs and visually assessing the degree of correlation. Linear and 
nonlinear regression analysis techniques can then be used to develop models 
using only those variables or combinations of variables that appear to impact 
the dependent variable being modelled. References concerning modelling 
techniques are presented at the end of this module (12, 13). 

The initial models must be analyzed and verified to determine their 
behavior within the valid ranges of the independent variables because it is 
possible to develop models that appear to explain much of the variability in 
the dependent vanable (models with high values of R squared) but that make 
little sense practically (for example they may suggest higher serviceability 
or lower distress with increasing traffic). The models should also be able 
to use actual case study input data from the database to predict with 
reasonable accuracy the actual performance and distress levels found in the 
pavements that were used to develop the models. If the initial models are 
inaccurate or behave poorly they should be discarded and new models should be 
developed using different analysis techniques. 

Acceptable models should be further analyzed to identify weaknesses or 
potential constraints on their use. Failure criteria must also be 
established. Sensitivity analyses can be conducted to determine the effects 
of each of the input parameters on the performance or distress being 
predicted. These analyses will assist the user in determining which design 
factors should be modified to produce a pavement with the desired performance 
characteristics. 
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STATISTICAL 

ANALYSIS PROCEDURES 

INITIAL DESIGN INPUTS 

0.AYER THICKNESSES ANO 

PROPERTIES. CLIMATE, 

TRAFFIC, DESIGN PERIOD, ETC.) 

CHANGE DESIGN 

INPUTS 
NO 

START 

DATABASE 

(OESIGN, TRAFFIC, CLIMATE, 

AND PERFORMANCE DATA) 

DISTRESS OR PERFORMANCE 

MODELS 

ANALYSIS AND 

VERIFICATION OF MODELS 

ESTABLISH 

MODEL CONSTRAINTS, 

LIMITATIONS 

HO 

OUTPUTS (OIBTREBS. BEnYICE.-,OILITY) 

FINALIZE --~ 
DESIGN ----~ 

Figure 3-1.16. General Flow Diagram for the Development and Use of 
an Empirical Design Procedure. 
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The following section briefly describes the development of one of the 
most commonly-used empirical design procedures, the AASHTO Thickness Design 
Procedure for Asphalt Concrete Pavements. 

4.2 AASHTO Thickness Design Procedure for Asphalt Concrete Pavements 

The AASHTO flexible pavement design method is based on results obtain eel 
from the AASHO Road Test conducted in the late 1950's and early 1960's in 
northern Illinois (1). It is an empirical procedure that relates pavement 
performance measurements (loss of serviceability) directly to the traffic 
volume and loading characteristics, roadbed soil strength, pavement layer 
material characteristics, and environmental factors actually present during 
the Road Test. The design equations have been generalized to make them 
applicable to broader sets of input variables. The original flexible 
pavement design equations were issued in October, 1961. The 1986 AASHTO 
Guide for the Design of Pavement Structures follows the same basic design 
approach, although improvements to the flexible pavement design procedures 
have been included. 

The AASHTO procedure is based on providing enough strength in the 
pavement layers to prevent overloading of the sub grade soil by the applied 
loads. The pavement performance is measured by a Present Serviceability 
Index, which is a functmn of the mean slope variance in the two wheel paths, 
the amount of cracking and patching in the pavement surface, and the depths 
of rutting in the wheel paths. The details of this procedure are described 
in Module 3-2. 

About 500 flexible pavement test sections (160 feet in length) were 
constructed over a sin~le subgrade soil and in a single climate. The 
thickness and composition of the pavement layers was varied within the ranges 
described below: 

Pavement Layer 
Surface 
Base 
Subbase 

Material 
Asphalt Concrete 
Crushed Stone 
Gravel 

Trial Thicknesses (in) 
1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 
0,3,6,9 
0,4,8, 12, 16 

A complete replicated factorial experimental design was used to provide 
information on the performance associated with all possible combinations of 
the above materials and thicknesses. 

The sections were constructed in a series of loops and were subjected 
to 1.1 million single- and tandem-axle load applications that ranged from 
2000 pounds to 48000 pounds, with each section being exposed only to axle 
loads of one particular size and configuration. In this way the effects of 
different loads could be assessed together with the variations in pavement 
structure. All load applications were completed over a two-year period. 

Roughness and distress ( cracking, rutting and patching) were measured 
periodically over the two-year period and were used to compute the present 
serviceabihty index (PSI is related to PSR) of each section. Thus, the 
present serviceability index of each pavement test section was related to 
both time and number of traffic loadings. 
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The performance data have been used to develop an empirical model 
(equation) using regression techniques. A "structural number" (SN) was 
determined for each pavement section by assigning relative structural 
strength coefficients ( ai) to a unit thickness of each material that would 
allow the substitution of a certain thickness of one type of material for 
another (in _proportion to the ratios of their strength coefficients) with the 
same resulting load carrying capacity. The structural number of a pavement 
section was defined as the sum of the products of thickness and layer 
coefficient for each of the pavement layers (SN= a1D1 + azD2 + ... ). 
Serviceability loss was then related to the applied number of IE-kip ESALs, 
effective roadbed resilient modulus (MR) and the pavement structural 
number. This model could be used to predict serviceability loss for a given 
set of design inputs (layer thicknesses, materials properties, traffic, etc.) 
or to produce a required structural number given traffic and serviceability 
requirements. 

The performance model was then enhanced to include consideration of 
required design reliability and the variability of materials and construction 
quality for a given project. The performance period can also be corrected 
for environmentally-induced losses of serviceability (frost heave, etc.). 

This model is deficient because it is directly applicable only to the 
northern Illinois climate and the specific subgrade and materials used for 
the pavement/subgrade structure. It also is based on an accelerated 
procedure for accumulating traffic, which considers only two years of 
environmental effects in conjunction with many years worth of traffic. These 
liabilities have been reduced somewhat by the incorporation of the 
experiences of several agencies with pavements in other climates, using 
different materials and actual traffic/climate conditions. 

The AASHO Road Test brought forth many important concepts, including 
demonstration of the major influences of traffic loads and repetitions upon 
design thickness. Equally important was the development of the 
serviceability-performance method of analysis, which provided a quantifiable 
way of defining "failure" conditions based on a user-oriented definition 
rather than one based primarily on structural failure. 

Many other performance and distress prediction models have been 
developed for flexible pavements. It should be recognized that each model 
was developed using a specific pavement database and model development 
techniques and is, therefore, subject to limitations and is probably 
generally applicable only for specific conditions. These models are often 
valuable, however, because a study of their functional form, included 
factors, and sensitivity of the models to these factors may show many 
important effects of various design inputs on the performance of flexible 
pavements. The user should also remember to consider keY. design factors that 
are not included in all empirical models ( e.g., design reliabtlity, climatic 
effects, etc.). 
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5.0 MECHANISTIC-EMPIRICAL DESIGN CONCEPTS FOR FLEXIBLE PAVEMENTS 

5.1 Introduction 

The basic components of mechanistic-empirical or rational methods are: 

1. Structural analysis. 

2. Distress or performance functions. 

Structural analysis refers to the calculation of stress, strain, or 
deflection in a pavement which has been subjected to external loads or the 
effects of temperature or moisture. Once these values are determined at 
critical locations in the proposed pavement, they can be compared with values 
lmown from experimental or theoretical studies to be the maximum allowable, 
based on predictions of pavement performance (physical distress, such as 
cracking or rutting, or roughness). The pavement can then be designed by 
adjusting the different layer thicknesses so that the calculated stresses, 
strains, and deflections are less than the allowable maximum values. 

The use of analytical methods to estimate the stress, strain or 
deflection state of pavements is not new. For asphalt concrete pavements, the 
publications of Burmeister (14), McLeod (15), Acum and Fox (16.), and Palmer 
(17), beginning in 1940, have provided some of the basic theories applicable 
to this type of pavement. Mechanistic flexible pavement design procedures 
are typically based on the assumption that a pavement can be modelled as a 
multi-layered elastic or visco-elastic structure on an elastic or 
visco-elastic foundation. Assuming that pavements can be modelled in this 
manner, it is possible to calculate the stress, strain, or deflection ( due to 
traffic loadings and/or environments) at any point within or below the 
pavement structure. However, researchers recognize that pavement performance 
will likely be influenced by a number of factors which will not be precisely 
modelled by mechanistic methods. It is, therefore, necessary to calibrate 
the models with observations of performance, i.e., empirical correlations. 
Thus the procedure is referred to as a mechanistic-empirical design 
procedure. 

Although current methods of design for flexible pavements make no 
direct use of mechanistic design procedures, there are a few exceptions. For 
example the Kentucky Department of Transportation (18), the Asphalt Institute 
(19) and Shell International (20) have all developed such procedures for 
general application to a variety of design considerations. FHWA-VESYS and 
BISAR computer programs are also based on mechanistic equations that relate 
stresses, strains and deflections to such distress manifestations as fatigue 
and rutting. 

5.2 Benefits of Mechanistic-Empirical Design Procedures 

Researchers hypothesize that mechanistic-empirical design procedures 
will model a pavement more correctly than empirical equations. The primary 
benefits which could result from the successful application of 
mechanistic-empirical procedures include: 

1. The ability to more accurately model the behavior of pavement 
sections. 
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2. The ability to extrapolate general pavement performance from 
limited field and laboratory results. 

3. the ability to predict the occurrence of specific types of 
distress. 

4. Improved design reliability. 

Several important design factors that cannot be accurately addressed 
using empirical techniques can be considered using mechanistic techniques. 
Among those factors are the stress dependency of both the subgrade and base 
course, the time and temperature dependency of the asphaltic layers, the 
interface conditions between layer components, and modeling of the major 
distress modes of failure ( rutting and fatigue cracking) by distress 
functions derived from the laws of mechanics. Mechanistic methods offer the 
only ways to incorporate the numerous variables that influence pavement 
performance into the design procedure and the use of mechanistic theories 
offers the possibility of umversal (i.e., capable of including the effects 
of wide ranges of conditions) designs, which cannot be said of empirical 
methods. 

One of the most significant benefits is the ability to structurally 
analyze and extrapolate the predicted performance of practically any flexible 
pavement design from limited amounts of field or laboratory data before 
attempting full-scale construction projects. This offers the potential to 
save time and money by eliminating from consideration those concepts that 
have been analyzed and are judged to have little merit. 

Pavement management systems require the ability to predict the 
occurrence of distress in order to minimize the costs of maintenance and 
rehabilitation. Mechanistic-empirical procedures offer the best opportunity 
to meet this requirement by predicting the time of occurrence and density of 
specific distress types. 

Uncertainty and variability in performance that result from the 
application of a general design procedure to site-specific conditions 
influence the amount of conservatism included in the design ( overdesign). 
Reduction of this conservatism by improving design reliability provides for 
more efficient use of limited funds and allows the construction or 
rehabilitation of more projects with a fixed amount of money. 

A subset of benefits which could result from the development of 
mechanistic procedures are summarized below: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Estimates of the consequences of new loading conditions can be 
evaluated. For example, the damaging effects of increased loads, 
high tire pressures, multiple axles, etc., can be modelled using 
mechanistic processes. 

Better utilization of available materials can be accomplished by 
simulating the effects of varyin~ the thickness and location of 
layers of stabilized local matenals. 

Better diagnostic techniques can be developed to evaluate the 
development of premature distress or why some pavements exceed 
their design expectations. 
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4. The effects of aging materials ( e.g., the hardening of asphalts 
over time) can be included in performance estimates. 

5. Seasonal effects, such as thaw-weakening, can be included in 
performance estimates. 

6. Methods can be developed to better evaluate the long-term benefits 
of providing improved drainage in the roadway section. 

One of the biggest drawbacks to the use of mechanistic design methods 
is that they require more comprehensive and sophisticated ( and, therefore, 
more expensive and difficult-to-obtain) data inputs than typical empirical 
design techniques. Modulus of resilience, creep compliance, dynamic modulus, 
Poisson's ratio, fracture toughness, etc., have replaced arbitrary terms for 
subgrade and material strength used in earlier empirical techmques. 
However, the potential benefits are believed to far outweigh the drawbacks. 
In summary, mechanistic-empirical design procedures off er the best 
opportunity to improve pavement design technology for the next several 
decades. 

5.3 A Framework for the Development of Mechanistic-Empirical Design 
Procedures 

The development of a mechanistic-empirical pavement design procedure 
requires that consideration be given to the following items: 

1. Determination of types of design considerations ( i.e., cracking, 
rutting, roughness, etc.). 

2. Development of a plan to obtain accurate input information. 

3. Development and calibration of prediction models. 

4. Testing. 

Figure 3-1.17 illustrates a framework for the development of 
mechanistic-empirical design procedures for flexible pavements. This 
framework has been used by researchers to develop mechanistic design 
procedures and can be applied by user agencies ( state highway departments) as 
a guide for in-house development. Mechanistic design procedures can be 
applied to a wide variety of pavement performance measures. The dominant 
types of performance measures which can be predicted by mechanistic design 
procedures relate to physical distresses caused by traffic loadings or 
environment. Only one mechanistic design procedure directly predicts ride 
quality. The VESYS program developed for the FHW A has the capability to 
predict Present Serviceability Index (PSI), but requires careful 
calibration. Most other agencies have develoJ?ed empirical methods using 
calculation of stress, strain or deformation as mdependent variables for 
correlating with field performance observations. -

Design considerations are best suited to physical distress; only those 
distress wes which control performance or trigger some kind of mamtenance 
or rehabtlitation need to be considered. For example, for asphalt 
concrete-surfaced pavements, fatigue cracking, rutting, and possibly low 
temperature crackmg would be likely candidates. If one or more of these is 
not a problem for the developing agency, it can be eliminated from their 
design process. 
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The development process also requires the selection of a series of 
trial pavement sections which are considered to include a range of 
thicknesses and materials appropriate to the design problem. A structural 
analysis is made for each trial section to calculate the stress, strain and 
deflection at specific locations, which are determined by the distress 
criteria. 

Distress criteria must be developed for each of the distress types to 
be predicted by the design procedure. It must be decided what ~ of 
distress should control design and threshold values for each ~ must be 
established ( e.g., how much cracking or rutting is considered acceptable 
before maintenance and rehabilitation costs become excessive). For example, 
for flexible pavements, one distress criteria is based on the development of 
alligator (fatigue) cracking, which is caused by excessive load repetitions 
causing tensile strain in the asphalt concrete. Similar criteria must be 
developed for each of the distress types shown in Figure 3-1.17. The 
"others" refer to future developments which can be or will be developed. 

The most important step in the development and implementation of a 
mechanistic-empirical design procedure is the field testing and calibration 
of the predictive models that are utilized in the mechanistic design 
procedure. Even though a mechanistic design procedure is developed using 
basic material properties and structural analysis techniques, there are still 
numerous assumptions and simplifications that must be made in its 
development. In fact, most mechanistic procedures actually include a 
combination of mechanistic and empirical predictive models that are used in 
the design process. For example, there is the problem of climate, which is 
so complex that it will never be completely modelled mechanistically. Thus, 
climate, aging, and other factors are typically considered empirically. 

It is necessary to ensure that the predictive models used in the 
mechanistic design procedure actually give reasonable predictions for the 
geographic regions under consideration. Thus, climate, materials, thickness 
combinations, and traffic should be included in the experiment design for 
verification/calibration. If this verification/calibration testing is not 
accomplished, there is a risk that the mechanistic design procedures will not 
provide accurate or acceptable results. 

An example calibration is summarized as follows: 

1. Obtain data from at least 20 actual field test sections with known 
design, materials, traffic, and climate data. The distress within 
the sections should range from extensive to very little. 

2. The inputs to the structural analysis model should be obtained as 
specified in the design procedure ( e.g., strain, stress, strength, 
resilient modulus, number of applied traffic loads, climate, etc.) 
for each of the field pavement sections. 

3. Distress estimates should be computed for each section using the 
appropriate outputs from the structural analysis combined with 
damage predict10n models. 

4. The distress estimates are compared with actual field observations 
of distress to determine calibration factors. 
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A calibration procedure such as this will result in realistic pavement 
designs and will provide the needed confidence and credibility for the 
mechanistic approach. 

After the calibration process has been completed, the prediction models 
developed for each distress type should be tested on a wide range of projects 
for which performance information is available. Some final adjustments in 
the distress models may be necessary as part of this final step. The agency 
should maintain an ongoing program of data acquisition to continually improve 
the system. 

At the completion of this final testing, the agency will have a 
verified, reliable mechanistic-empirical design system with capabilities 
beyond the usual empirical design methods. 

The implementation of mechanistic procedures could take one of several 
forms. 

1. The procedures could be used to develop design curves similar to 
those developed by The Asphalt Institute, Shell International or 
the Kentucky Department of Transportation. In this form, the 
analyst will r,re-solve a large number of problems sufficient to 
develop design curves. The user is not required to do any 
analytical work in order to prepare design recommendations. A 
relatively simple step-by-step procedure can be specified for 
design. 

2. The procedures could be used in site-specific cases to predict 
performance when conditions exceed normal design criteria ( e.g., 
excessive loads on standard vehicles or any load on nonstandard 
vehicles). 

3. The procedures could be used to answer "what if" questions ( e.g., 
"What would be the effect of increasing the legal axle load on 
performance?" or "What would be the effect of increased tire 
pressure?") 

Once a user agency has the capability to use mechanistic design 
procedures, it can be anticipated that many additional applications will be 
found. 

6.0 BASIC DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS FOR MINIMIZING FLEXIBLE 
PAVEMENT DISTRESSES 

6.1 Critical Stresses in Flexible Pavement Systems 

6.1.1 Definition 

Critical stresses and strains in pavement applications can be defined 
as those material responses which, through a single or repeated occurrence, 
will result in structural deterioration of the pavement. Critical stresses 
and strains can develop at more than one location in multi-layered pavement 
structures because of the varying material properties and location within the 
structure of each layer. Different critical stress locations generally lead 
to different distress manifestations. Thus, pavement structures must be 
designed with consideration for reducing stresses at various critical 
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locations to acceptable levels. The typical location of flexible pavement 
critical stresses and strains are discussed in the following paragraphs. 

6.1.2 Location of Critical Stresses in Flexible Pavement Systems 

Typical critical stress/strain locations for a flexible pavement with a 
granular base were shown in Figure 3-1.4. 

The vertical stress component directly beneath the applied load at 
location 1 is a compressive stress. Compaction and densification of the 
asphalt concrete surface layer can result from the repeated application of 
heavy traffic loadings, which would show up as rutting at the surface. The 
contribution of the asphalt concrete layer to rutting is generally 
negligible, however, smce this layer is usually compacted to very near its 
theoretical maximum achievable density during original construction. 

The tensile strain at the bottom of the asphalt concrete surface 
(location 2) can result in the initiation of cracking. This cracking reduces 
the pavement section resisting the tensile stress and results in rapid 
propagation of the crack to the surface under repeated traffic loads, where 
it shows up as "alligator" or fatigue cracking. This cracking allows surface 
moisture to infiltrate the pavement structure and soften the lower layers, 
resulting in further deterioration of the pavement. The consideration of 
this tensile strain should be included in all flexible pavement designs. 

Since unbound granular bases cannot resist any tension, the critical 
stress and strain components at location 3 are associated with consolidation 
of the granular material, which can contribute significantly to pavement 
rutting. 

The largest contribution (70-95 percent) to flexible pavement rutting 
is generally caused by permanent deformation of the subgrade due to repeated 
excessive vertical stress within the subgrade (location 4 ). Sub grade 
deformation causes settlement of the upper layers, which generally results in 
rutting and various forms of cracking. 

Figure 3-1.5 identifies the critical stress locations for a flexible 
pavement placed over a stabilized base. The critical radial strain (location 
2) is shifted to the bottom of the stabilized base layer, which is now 
capable of resisting tensile forces. The failure of this layer in tension 
may now result in either transverse reflection cracking ( cement stabilized 
bases) or "alligator" or fatigue cracking (asphalt stabilized bases). The 
remaining critical stress locations and resulting distresses are similar to 
those occurring in the flexible pavement over a granular base, although 
stresses in the lower pavement layers are generally greatly reduced by the 
presence of the stabilized base layer. 

6.1.3 Computation of Critical Stresses in Flexible Pavement 
Systems 

The computation of flexible pavement stresses and strains can be 
accomplished easily using graphical solutions or the elastic layer computer 
programs presented in this module. 
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6.1.4 Relationships Between Pavement Response and Pavement 
Performance 

Every stress repetition causes structural damage and brings the 
pavement closer to failure. The closer the stress level is to the strength 
or failure stress of the material, the greater the amount of damage done by 
each repetition at that stress level. If we assume that the amount of damage 
required to produce failure is constant, the number of load repetitions 
required to produce failure in a particular material will vary inversely with 
the resulting stress. These fatigue relationships are generally derived 
empirically from field and laboratory performance data and vary widely with 
the materials and modes of failure (1.e., tension, compression, etc.) in 
question. 

Figure 3-1.18 presents a relationship between asphalt concrete radial 
tensile strain and the predicted number of allowable stress repetitions 
before a particular pavement structure will fail due to fatigue or alligator 
cracking. Figure 3-1.19 presents a similar relationship between subgrade 
compression stress and rutting failure for a specific pavement structure. 
Fatigue or performance curves of this type can be used to determine the 
maximum allowable stress or strain kvels that will allow the pavement to 
carry the design traffic loads over the proposed pavement design life. Each 
trial thickness design must be analyzed to determine whether the resulting 
critical stresses exceed these maximums. 

EXAMPLE: 

A flexible pavement must be designed to sustain 10 million applications 
of the desi~n load over its design life. It has been determined that the 
relationships depicted in Figures 3-1.18 and 3-1.19 apply to this pavement 
structure. Thus, the allowable levels of tensile radial strain in the 
asphalt concrete andlertical compressivg strain in the subgrade are 
estimated as 80 x 10- in/in and 400 x 10- in/in, respectively. 

A str~tural analysis is accomplished and strains of 100 x 10-6 in/in 
and 350 x 10- in/in are computed for the asphalt concrete and subgrade, 
respectively. Thus, the subgrade strain is acceptable, but the asphalt 
concrete strain must be reduced using the approaches described in this 
module. 

avoid: 

6.4 Design Considerations to Minimize Distress 

6.4.1 f'JOals for Subgrade and Wearing Surface Protection 

The principal objectives in designing a flexible pavement system are to 

1. Critical vertical stresses in the lower pavement layers (permanent 
subgrade deformation) which are one of the causes of rutting. 

2. Critical tensile radial stresses in the upper layers which result 
in fatigue or reflective cracking of the surface or fatigue 
cracking of the stabilized base. 
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In addition, each layer must be designed (thickness and material 
properties) so that each of the underlying layers is not overstressed. The 
total pavement thickness constructed over the subgrade should also be 
designed to consider the depth required to restrain soil swelling pressures 
and the depth required to provide frost protection. 

In addition to the problem of providing adequate cover for the subgradc 
and surfacing materials, there is the attendant design problem of providing 
an adequate wearing surface. This must be a highly cohesive material capable 
of withstanding not only the high shearing and compressive stresses caused by 
heavy wheel loads, but 1t must also be resistant to abrasion and hold its 
shape. The design thickness of this layer is a function of the level of the 
anticipated traffic volumes and composition, with increased thicknesses for 
higher volumes of heavier vehicles. 

6.4.2 Structural Design to Minimize Distress 

Pavement layers generally attempt to resist portions of the load that 
are directly proportional to their stiffnesses. That is, increasing the 
modulus of elasticity for a given layer will make that layer stronger, but it 
will also force the layer to assume a greater stress. If the increased 
stiffness is not accompanied by an increase in layer thickness, the increase 
in stress could be greater than the increase in strength, particularly in 
thinner pavements. Thus, the most efficient ways to reduce tensile 
stresses/strains in the upper layers are to reduce the elastic modulus of the 
critical layer and/or increase its thickness. Note that when the surface is 
very thin, has a reduced stiffness, and/or a stiff stabilized base is present 
( e.g., with thin surface courses and surface treatments) the surface course 
may actually go into radial compression directly under the load. 

There are several ways to reduce the vertical stresses transmitted to 
the subgrade. Stresses in the subgrade decrease rapidly with depth. At 
depths z such that z/a ==. 3 (where a = radius of the loaded area), the 
influence of the stiffness of the upper pavement layers becomes 
insignificant. Thus, the most efficient way to reduce subgrade compressive 
stresses is to thicken the pavement structure, usually in the subbase or the 
layer that provides the most stiffness for the least cost. There is some 
benefit to increasing the thickness of the asphalt concrete surface, although 
this is not usually as efficient or cost-effective unless the pavement 
structure is relatively thin and the surface layer is very stiff. Subgrade 
compressive stresses can also be reduced sharply by increasing the stiffness 
of the upper pavement layers, particularly the layer directly above the 
subgrade. 

Since most of the surface deflection results from compression of the 
subgrade (70-95% ), the same designs that reduce subgrade vertical compression 
stress will also be most effective for reducing overall pavement deflection. 

6.5 Other Design Considerations 

6.5.1 Frost Protection 

Pavement damage due to the freezing of water in the subgrade can take 
two forms. The first is the development of "ice lenses" in the subgrade, 
which cause the pavement to heave and develop serious structural cracking. 
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Fatigue damage may also result from the loss of support that accompanies the 
spring thaw when ice in the upper portions of the pavement structure melts 
but cannot drain because of the ice bel~w. 

I 

The development of frost damage requires that three factors be present: 

1. A frost-susceptible soil. 

2. Appropriate temperature conditions. 

3. A supply of water. 

There are very few locations in the United States where these 
conditions cannot be found. The Corps of Engineers have categorized 
materials by gradation to identify their degree of frost-susceptibility. 
Category Fl 1s considered least susceptible and Category F4 is considered 
most susceptible. These categories are defined as follows: 

Group 

Fl-

F2-

F3-

F4-

Description 

Gravelly soils containing between 3 and 20 percent 
finer than 0.02 mm by weight. 

Sands containing between 3 and 15 percent finer than 
0.02 mm by weight. 

(a) Gravelly soils containing more than 20 percent 
finer than 0.02 mm by weight, and sands, except fine 
sands, containing more than 15 percent finer than 
0.02 mm by weight. (b) Clays with plasticity indices 
of more than 12, except ( c) varved clays existing 
within uniform conditions. 

(a) All silts including sandy silts. (b) Fine silty 
and containing more than 15 percent finer than 0.02 mm 
by weight. ( c) Lean clays with plasticity indices of 
less than 12. (d) Varved clays with nonuniform subgrade. 

A frost design can be accomplished using one of several approaches, 
including the use of nonfrost-susceptible materials, insulation, and 
drainage. These general approaches can be used separately or in combination 
to produce full protection or reduced frost effects (because economics rarely 
permit design for full-protection). The design that is chosen is generally a 
trade-off between initial construction and maintenance costs. 

The first approach to frost protection is to desensitize the subgrade 
materials by stabilizing them with an appropriate material (asphalt, Portland 
cement, lime, etc.) to some depth. 

A second approach is to protect the subgrade by providing a cover of 
nonfrost-susceptible paving materials equal in thickness to at least one-half 
the maximum frost penetration depth in the project area. This can be 
accomplished by constructing a very thick pavement on top of the subgrade or 
by excavating the subgrade as required and backfilling with the 
nonfrost-susceptible materials. Suitable nonfrost-susceptible materials 
include open-graded (less than 10 percent passing the #200 sieve) aggregate 
and treated bases, Portland cement concrete and asphalt concrete. 
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Insulating layers of foamed _plastic have been used successfully in 
various parts of the world for reducmg frost penetration (.3.). These foam 
materials have low coefficients of thermal conductivity, thereby reducing 
frost penetration. Such insulating layers can be used in lieu of thick base 
courses. 

The installation of drains is another possible alternative to 
constructing a thickened pavement for frost protection. The removal of water 
from the frost-susceptible materials will reduce or eliminate frost damage. 

More detailed discussions of frost penetration and pavement damage are 
presented in Block 2 and Reference 2. 

6.5.2 Design Reliability 

One input that is often poorly addressed in many pavement design 
procedures is that of design reliability. A good design process provides 
some means of incorporating a degree of certainty that the vanous design 
alternatives will last for the analysis period, taking into account random 
variations in both traffic predict10n and performance prediction. 

Designs that utilize average values for all inputs (including projected 
traffic and performance) have a reliability of 50 percent -- that is, 
approximately one-half of the constructed mileage of such pavements can be 
expected to perform satisfactorily while the other half fails prematurely. 
While such minimal reliability may be acceptable or even desirable for the 
construction of rural local roads where the consequences of interrupting 
traffic flow for repair work are relatively small and budgets for new 
construction are small, higher levels of performance are generally expected 
by the travelling public for more heavily-travelled pavements. 

The new AASHTO Design Guide (.6.) provides for control of design 
performance reliability through the use of a reliability factor (FR) that 
is multiplied times the design period traffic prediction (w18) to produce 
design load applications (W 1s) for input in the design equations. For a 
given reliability level (R), the reliability factor is a function of the 
overall standard deviation (S0 ) that accounts for random variation in the 
traffic prediction and normal variation in the performance prediction for a 
given W 18· This selected level of reliability and overall standard 
deviation will account for the combined effect of the variation of all of the 
design variables, so the designer should use the best estimates of the mean 
value for all other input values, rather than "conservative" values. 

Table 3-1.4 is taken from the new AASHTO Design Guide (.2) and presents 
suggested levels of reliability for pavements of various functional 
classification. This table is based on a survey of the AASHTO Pavement 
Design Task Force concerning the inherent reliability of many current 
pavement design procedures. Although these numbers can be justified based on 
a large amount of past experience, consideration of specific project 
parameters will likely yief d a more accurate assessment of the required 
reliability. 

Figure 3-1.20 provides a graph illustrating one means of identifying an 
optimum level of reliability for a particular design project. Three curves 
are shown in the figure. The first curve (A) represents the effects of 
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Table 3-1.4, Suggested Levels of Reliability for Various 
Functional Classifications(_§_). 

FUNCTIONAL 
CLASSIFICATION 

INTERSTATE AND OTHER 
FREEWAYS 

PRINCIPAL 
ARTERIALS 

COLLECTORS 

LOCAL 

RECOMMENDED LEVEL OF RELIABILITY 

URBAN RURAL 

85 - 99.9 80 - 99.9 

80 - 99 75 - 95 

80 - 95 75 - 95 

50 - 80 50 - 80 

NOTE: RESULTS BASED ON A SURVEY OF THE AASHTO PAVEMENT DESIGN 
TASK FORCE 
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Figure 3-1.20. Illustration of an approach to identifying the 
optimum reliability level for a given facility. 
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reliability on the cost ( expressed in net present value or equivalent uniform 
annual cost) of the initial pavement structure. As the design reliability 
increases, so does the required initial pavement thickness and its associated 
cost. The second curve (B) represents the effects of reliability on the 
future distress-related costs (maintenance, rehabilitation, user delay, 
etc.) The third curve (C) represents the sum of the first two curves. Since 
the objective is to minimize the total overall project cost, the optimum 
reliability for a given project corresponds to the minimum value on curve 
(C). It should be recogmzed that this optimum reliability is applicable 
only to the level of usage and consequences of failure associated with a 
particular project. Although other projects may have the same level of 
usage, varying soil and environmental conditions may affect the level of risk 
and, therefore, the optimum reliability. 

The selected standard deviation should be representative of local 
conditions, with lower values being selected in areas where good performance 
models and traffic data are available and higher values where the opposite 
situation exists. The new AASHTO Design Guide suggests values of0.40 -0.50 
for flexible pavements and 0.30 - 0.40 for rigid pavements. 

Reliability concepts and the use of the reliability factor and overall 
standard deviation were introduced in Block 2 and are presented in detail in 
Appendix EE and Part I of Chapter 4 of the new AASHTO Design Guide (6). 

6.5.3 Stage Construction 

To obtain the maximum economy in pavement design, provision is often 
made to construct the pavement in stages, applying successive layers of 
asphalt concrete according to design and a predetermined time schedule. The 
economy of this design theory develops from the fact that all pavements, 
regardless of their structural characteristics, suffer some degree of surface 
distress and attrition requiring treatment before the pavements' useful life 
is consumed. There are also many cases where, because of a poor foundation, 
considerable uneven settlement of the roadway can be expected for several 
years. The most economical solution in these cases may be to design the 
initial pavement for a shorter-than-usual period to allow time to realize the 
majority of settlement and then place the second stage pavement, which would 
include preleveling to reestablish a smooth grade. The second stage 
pavement, depending upon conditions, could be designed for the remainder of 
the original design period or for an extended period. The design of planned 
stage construction should not be confused with the design of major 
maintenance or rehabilitation of existing pavements. 

There are many types of projects for which stage construction of the 
pavement should be considered, including the following: 

1. If a road is expected to accommodate substantially heavier traffic 
at a known point in the future, the pavement can be initially 
designed for a short design period and later thickened to 
accommodate the heavier traffic for a longer design life. 

2. When there is not quite enough money available to construct the 
full thickness required for the original design l?eriod, the 
pavement might _be desisned for construction !n two ~tages, ~ith 
the first stage bemg designed for a shorter design penod. It 1s 
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important to be sure that the funding required for the second 
stage will be available when needed, however. 

The method of design for stage construction is based on the concept of 
"remaining life." Since the procedure involves "planned" stage construction, 
the pavement is designed on the presumption that the planned overlay will be 
placed before the pavement has used up all of its fatigue life. To ensure 
that this is the case, certain modifications are typically made in the design 
inputs that would be used if planned stage construction was not being used. 
One important consideration is the effect of "compound reliability," wherein 
the overall reliability of a two-stage strategy with each stage designed for 
a 90 percent reliability level would be 0.90 x 0.90 = 0.81 or 81 percent 
rather than 90 percent. One method to achieve a given overall level of 
reliability is to design each stage with the following level of reliability: 

R -R 1/n 
(stage)- (overall) 

where n is equal to the number of stages including that of the initial 
pavement structure. 

References 5 and 6 discuss stage construction design concepts in more 
detail. 

7.0 SUMMARY 

Two basic approaches are currently being used to determine the required 
layer thicknesses for asphalt concrete pavement structures: empirical 
procedures and mechanistic-empirical or rational procedures. 

Empirical procedures are derived from experience or observation alone, 
often without due regard for system behavior or pavement theory. These 
models are generally used to determine required pavement thickness, the 
number of load applications to failure, or the occurrence of distresses as a 
function of pavement materials properties, subgrade type, climate, traffic, 
etc. The advantages to using empirical models is that they tend to be simple 
and easy to use. Unfortunately, they are usually only accurate for the exact 
conditions under which they were developed. The AASHTO, U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, Louisiana, and Utah designs are among a large family of pavement 
design techniques which were developed primarily on the basis of field 
performance. 

The development of an empirical design procedure begins with the 
establishment of a database of experience from which to observe relationships 
between design inputs and performance. Preliminary distress and 
serviceability models can then be developed using statistical analysis 
procedures. These models must be analyzed and verified to determine their 
behavior within the valid ranges of the independent variables before they can 
be accepted for use in a design procedure. 

Mechanistic-empirical design procedures utilize calculated stresses, 
strains, and deflections and distress or performance prediction models. The 
determination of pavement response to loads is accomplished using the 
techniques described in Module 3-1. distress and performance models are 
developed from laboratory data or the observed performance of in-service 
pavements and can be used to estimate the maximum number of repetitions of a 
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given level of stress, strain or deflection a pavement can withstand before 
reaching an unacceptable state of serviceability. Mechanistic approaches 
offer the only ways that the numerous variables that influence pavement 
performance can be incorporated directly into a design procedure. They also 
offer the ability to analyze a pavement for several different failure modes. 
One disadvantage to mechanistic design approaches is that they typically 
require more comprehensive and sophisticated data inputs than empirical 
design techniques. 

The development of a mechanistic design procedure begins with the 
selection of a pavement analysis model and the determination of critical 
pavement responses. The critical responses of appropriate pavement sections 
is then predicted using the selected analysis model, and empirical 
performance relationships are used to relate the predicted pavement responses 
to predicted distress development and performance. Calibration of the 
mechanistic-empirical models is accomplished using design and performance 
data from in-service pavements. Critical levels of distress/performance must 
be established to complete the design procedure. 

The principal objectives in designing a flexible pavement system are to 
avoid: 1) permanent deformation in the lower pavement layers which cause 
rutting, and 2) critical radial stresses in the upper layers which cause 
alligator or fatigue cracking. The most efficient way to reduce subgrade 
vertical compression stresses is usually to thicken the entire pavement 
structure. Reduction of radial strains in the upper layers can be 
accomplished by reducing the stiffness of the layers or increasing their 
thickness. 

Other considerations in the flexible pavement design process include 
frost protection, prevention of thermal cracking, design reliability, and 
stage construction. 
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MODULE3-2 

AASHTO PROCEDURE FOR FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT THICKNESS DESIGN 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module will familiarize the participants with the historical 
development of the AASHTO flexible pavement thickness design procedure and 
provide guidance on the use of the current 1986 procedure. Upon completion 
of this module the participants will be able to accomplish the following: 

1. Describe the development of the AASHTO flexible pavement design 
equations. 

2. Identify the basic assumptions required for the development of 
these equations. 

3. Discuss procedures and considerations for determining design input 
variables, including layer coefficients, effective roadbed soil 
resilient modulus, design serviceability loss, design reliability, 
overall standard deviation, and structural numbers. 

4. Design flexible pavements for a variety of traffic and roadbed 
soil conditions, environmental effects, types of bases and surface 
materials. 

5. Compare the cost-effectiveness of alternate designs for a given 
project. 

6. Perform sensitivity analyses to determine the effects of input 
variables on pavement design. 

7. Identify the strengths, weaknesses and limitations of the AASHTO 
flexible pavement thickness design procedure. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

One of the major objectives of the AASHO Road Test was to provide 
information that could be used to develop pavement design criteria and 
procedures. This objective was met with the development and circulation of 
the "AASHO Interim Guide for the Design of Rigid and Flexible Pavements" (1) 
in 1961, which contained design procedures based on empirical models derived 
from data collected at the AASHO Road Test. After the Guide had been used 
for several years, the AASHTO Design Committee evaluated and revised the 
Interim Guide in 1972 (2) and again (for rigid pavement applications) in 1981 
GD-

Further evaluations of the Guide were undertaken in 1983, and it was 
determined that although the Guide was still serving its main objectives, 
some improvements could be made to incorporate advances in pavement design 
and analysis technology that had been made since 1972. Thus, in 1984-85 the 
Subcommittee on Pavement Design and a team of consultants revised the 
existing guide under NCHRP Project 20-7/24 and issued the current version 
entitled "AASHTO Guide for the Design of Pavement Structures -- 1986" (~)-
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The current guide retains the modified AASHO Road Test performance 
prediction equations as the basic models for use in pavement design. Major 
flexible pavement design procedure changes have been made in several areas, 
including the following: 

1. Incorporation of a design reliability factor (based on a shift in 
the design traffic) to allow the designer to use the concept of 
risk analysis for various classes of highways. 

2. Replacement of the soil support number with the resilient modulus 
(AASHTO test method T274) to provide a rational testing procedure 
for defining materials properties. 

3. Use of the resilient modulus test for assigning layer coefficients 
to both stabilized and unstabilized material. 

4. Provision of guidance for the construction of subsurface drainage 
systems and modifications to the design equations to take 
advantage of improvements in performance that result from good 
drainage. 

5. Replacement of the subjective regional factor with a rational 
approach to the adjustment of designs to account for environmental 
considerations such as moisture and temperature climate 
considerations, including thaw-weakening and other seasonal 
variations in material properties. 

The new Guide also includes recommendations and guidelines for conducting 
economic analysis of alternative designs and a summary of the latest concepts 
concerning the development and use of mechanistic-empirical design 
procedures. 

3.0 DESIGN ASSUMPTIONS AND PROCEDURES 

The general applicability and accuracy of any empirical pavement design 
approach is governed by the selection of the independent variables and their 
ranges in the experimental design, field conditions and random variability, 
simplifying assumptions used in the analysis procedures, and the analysis 
techniques themselves. The AASHTO procedure for flexible pavement thickness 
design is no exception. 

3.1 Specific Conditions of the AASHO Road Test 

The location of the AASHO Road Test was near Ottawa, Illinois, about 80 
miles southwest of Chicago. The facility was constructed along the alignment 
oflnterstate Route 80. This site was chosen because: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

The soil within the area was uniform and of a type representative 
of that found in large areas of the country. 

The climate was typical of that found throughout much of the 
northern United States. 

The pavement construction work could ultimately be incorporated in 
the construction of sections of Interstate 80. 
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The climate of the Road Test area is temperate with an average annual 
precipitation of about 34 inches. The average depth of frost penetration is 
about 28 inches. The AASHTO designation A-6/A-7-6 soils (CBR = 2 - 4) found 
at the site are generally poorly drained and typically retain more 
precipitation than can evaporate, thus yielding a positive Thornthwaite 
Moisture Index of about 30. The modulus of subgrade reaction (k) after the 
spring thaw is typically about 45 psi/in. 

The test facilities consisted of six two-lane test loops, located as 
shown in Figure 3-2.1. The north tangent of each loop was constructed of 
flexible pavement sections and the south tangent was constructed of rigid 
pavement sections. Most of the 234 flexible pavement structural design 
sections (468 test sections, 160 feet in length) comprised a complete 
replicated factorial experiment investigating the effects of varying 
thicknesses of surfacing (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 inches), base course (0, 3, 6, 
and 9 inches), and sub base (0, 4, 8, 12, and 16 inches). Several additional 
studies were also conducted to evaluate surface treatments, shoulders and 
four different types of base course ( crushed stone, gravel, cement-treated 
gravel and bituminous-treated gravel). 

Although conventional construction techniques were used, construction 
was of extremely high quality because of close supervision and on-site 
materials testing by the Illinois Division of Highways and the Highway 
Research Board staff. In addition, an extraordinary effort was put forth to 
insure uniformity of all pavement components. For example, no construction 
equipment other than that necessary for compaction was permitted to operate 
in the center 24-foot width of the roadway, and all turning operations on the 
grade were limited to specially designated transition areas. Therefore, 
variations in concrete, aggregates, moisture, density, subgrade soil 
properties, etc., were much lower than can be expected in most normal highway 
construction. 

No traffic operated over Loop 1. All vehicles assigned to any one 
traffic lane in loops 2 through 6 had the same axle arrangement - axle load 
combinations, as described in Table 3-2.1. Tire pressures and steering axle 
loads were representative of normal practice for the time. The test was 
conducted over a two-year period, which was probably too short for the 
complete evaluation of environmental and agmg effects, but was sufficient to 
allow the application of 1,114,000 load applications to each loop. 

Performance measurements were taken at regular intervals to provide 
information concerning the roughness and visible deterioration over time of 
the surfacing of each section. These measurements included transverse 
pavement profiles ( rutting), cracking, patching, deflections, strains, layer 
thicknesses and temperatures and numerous other measurements. This 
information was used directly in the development of the performance models 
that eventually became the basis for the current AASHTO design procedure. 

4.0 THICKNESS DESIGN PROCEDURE 

4.1 Design Inputs 

This section describes the design inputs that are required to use the 
AASHTO Guide for Design of Pavement Structures--1986. These inputs are 
classified under five separate categories, as described herein. 
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Table 3-2.1. Axle Weights and Distributions Used on Various Loops 
of the AASHO Road Test (2). 
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4.1.1 General Design Variables 

General design variables are those that must be considered in the 
design and construction of any pavement surface. Included in this category 
are time constraints (such as selected performance and analysis periods), 
traffic, design reliability, and environmental effects (such as roadbed 
swelling and frost heave). 

Time Constraints 

The selection of various performance and analysis periods forces the 
designer to consider design strategies that range from a low-maintenance 
structure that lasts for the entire analysis period to stage construction 
alternatives that require an initial structure and planned 
maintenance/overlays. 

The performance period is the period of time that elapses as a new or 
rehabilitated pavement structure deteriorates from its initial serviceability 
to its terminal serviceability and requires rehabilitation. The designer 
must select minimum and maximum allowable bounds. The selection of these 
values is impacted by such factors as pavement functional classification, the 
public's perception of how long a "new" surface should last, funds available 
for initial construction, life-cycle costs, and other engineering 
considerations. 

The analysis period is the period of time that any design strategy must 
cover. The analysis period may be identical to the selected performance 
period. However, realistic practical performance limitations for some 
pavement designs may necessitate the consideration of stage construction or 
planned rehabilitation to achieve the desired analysis period. 

In the past, pavements were typically designed and analyzed for a 
20-year performance period. It is now recommended that consideration be 
given to longer periods, since these may be better suited for the evaluation 
of alternative long-term strategies based on life-cycle costs. In any event, 
it is recommended that the analysis period should be selected to include at 
least one rehabilitation of the pavement. Guidelines for the selection of 
appropriate analysis periods for various highway types are tabulated in Block 
6 and Reference 4. 

Traffic 

The AASHTO flexible pavement thickness design procedures are based on 
cumulative expected 18-kip equivalent single-axle loads (ESAL) during the 
analysis period (w 18). The computation of cumulative ESAL is described in 
Module 2-6 and should be studied thoroughly. 

Reliability 

Design reliability refers to the degree of certainty that a given 
design alternative will last the analysis period. As described in Module 
2-7, the AASHTO design-performance reliability is controlled through the use 
of a design reliability factor (F ) that is multiplied by the design period 
traffic prediction (w1g}to produce design traffic applications (W 13) for 
use in the design equation. For a given reliability level (R), the 
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reliability factor is a function of the overall standard deviation (S0 ) 
that accounts for standard variation in materials and construction, the 
chance variation in the traffic prediction, and the normal variation in 
pavement performance for a given W 18· 

The following table provides appropriate levels of design reliability 
for pavements with various functional classifications recommended by AASHTO: 

Recommended Level of Reliability. R (%) 
Functional Classification Urban Rural 
Interstate and Other Freeways 85-99.9 80-99.9 
Principal Arterials 80-99 75-95 
Collectors 80-95 75-95 
Local 50-80 50-80 

The selected standard deviation must be representative of local 
conditions. The following values are recommended for general use, but should 
be evaluated for local usage: 

Design Condition Standard Deviation 
Variation in pavement 
performance prediction 0.35 flexible 

without traffic error 0.25 rigid 

Total variation in 
pavement performance 0.45 flexible 
prediction and in traffic 0.35 rigid 
estimation 

When stage construction is to be considered, it is important to 
recognize the need to compound the reliability of each individual stage of 
the strategy to achieve the desired overall reliability. The design 
reliability of each stage can be expressed as: 

Rstage = (Rove ran) 1/n 

where n is the number of stages being considered. For example, if three 
stages are to be constructed and the desired level of overa~lf liability is 
95%, the reliability of each individual stage must be (0.95) or 98.3%. 

Environmental Impacts 

Temperature and moisture changes have an effect on the strength, 
durability, and load-carrying capacity of the pavement and roadbed materials 
through the mechanics of swelling soils, frost heave, and other phenomena. 
Block 2 discusses the treatment of pavement materials to minimize these 
problems and provides criteria for quantifying the input requirements for 
evaluating roadbed soils. 

If a swelling clay or frost heave potential exists and the pavement 
design does not take steps to prevent adverse effects, the loss of 
serviceability over the analysis period should be estimated and added to that 
resulting from cumulative axle loads. A conceptual example of environmental 
serviceability loss versus time is presented in Figure 3-2.2. 
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4.1.2 Performance Criteria 

The serviceability of a pavement is defined as its ability to serve the 
type of traffic which uses the facility. The primary measure of 
serviceability used by the AASHTO procedures is the Present Serviceability 
Index (PSI), which ranges from O (impassible) to 5 (perfect). 

Initial and terminal serviceability indexes must be established to 
compute the total change in serviceability that will be input to the design 
equations. Initial serviceability index (p0 ) is a function of pavement 
design and construction quality. Typical values from the AASHO Road Test 
were 4.2 for flexible pavements and 4.5 for rigid pavements. Terminal 
serviceability index (Pt) is the lowest index that will tolerated before 
rehabilitation, resurfacing or reconstruction becomes necessary and generally 
varies with the importance or functional classification of the pavement. 
Recommended terminal serviceability indexes are often 2.5 or higher for major 
highways and 2.0 to 2.5 for less important pavements. 

The input required to the AASHTO flexible pavement thickness design 
procedure is PSI= p0 - Pt-

4.1.3 Determination of Materials Properties for Structural Design 

As described earlier, the basis for materials characterization in the 
AASHTO Design Guide (1:) is elastic or resilient modulus. The use of these 
properties in determining flexible pavement design inputs is described below. 

Effective Roadbed Soil Resilient Modulus - The AASHTO flexible pavement 
design procedure requires the input of an effective roadbed soil resilient 
modulus, which is equivalent to the combined effect of all seasonal modulus 
values. The computation of the effective modulus is described below. This 
method should be used only for estimating the modulus of soils under flexible 
pavements that are to be designed using serviceability criteria. 

1. Seasonal resilient modulus values must be determined to quantify 
the relative damage a pavement is subjected to during each season 
of the year and include this damage in the overall design. These 
values can be estimated in any of the following ways: 

a. Perform laboratory resilient modulus tests (AASHTO T274, see 
Module 2-2) on representative soil samples in stress and 
moisture conditions simulating those of the primary moisture 
seasons (i.e., those seasons during which a significantly 
different resilient modulus will be obtained). This will 
establish a laboratory relationship between resilient modulus 
and moisture content which can be used with estimates of in 
situ moisture content of the soil beneath the slab during 
various seasons to generate resilient modulus values for 
those seasons. 

b. Back calculate the resilient modulus for different seasons 
using deflections measured on in-service pavements. 
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c. Estimate "normal" or summer resilient modulus values from 
known relationships between resilient modulus and known soil 
properties ( e.g., clay content, plasticity index, etc.) and 
use empirical relationships to estimate seasonal variations 
( e.g., spring thaw modulus = 20 - 30 percent of "normal" or 
summer modulus and frozen subgrade modulus = 20000 - 50000 
psi). 

2. Separate the year into time intervals during which the different 
seasonal moduli are effective. All of the "seasons" must be 
definable in terms of the selected time interval. It is suggested 
that the one-half month should be the shortest time interval 
used. Figure 3-2.3 presents a chart for estimating effective 
roadbed soil resilient modulus that provides for entry of seasonal 
roadbed soil moduli at half-month intervals. 

3. The relative damage value (uf) corresponding to each seasonal 
modulus must be estimated using the vertical scale or 
corresponding equation shown at the right of Figure 3-2.4. For 
example, the relative damage corresponding to a roadbed soil 
resilient modulus of 4000 psi is 0.51. Each damage value is 
entered in the appropriate box adjacent to the corresponding 
resilient modulus. 

4. The relative damage values should all be added together and 
divided by the number of seasonal increments (in this case, 24) to 
determine the average relative damage. 

5. The effective roadbed soil resilient modulus (MR) is estimated 
as the value corresponding to the average relative damage on the 
MR - Uf scale. Figure 3-2.4 provides an example of the 
effective MR estimation process. 

If the procedures described above cannot be accomplished, Figure 3-2.5 
and Table 3-2.2 provide guidelines (intended for use on low-volume roads) for 
assigning effective roadbed soil resilient modulus values based on climate 
zone and relative quality of subgrade soil. 

Pavement Layer Materials Characterization 

Although the concept of layer coefficients is still central to the 
AASHTO flexible pavement design procedure, the 1986 AASHTO Design Guide 
relies more heavily on the determination of materials properties for the 
estimation of appropriate layer coefficient values. The preferred tests are 
the resilient modulus (AASHTO Method T274) for subbase and unbound granular 
materials and elastic modulus (ASTM D4123 or ASTM C469) for asphalt concrete 
and other stabilized materials. Details concerning these tests are presented 
in Block 2. 

Layer Coefficients 

The AASHTO flexible pavement layer coefficient (ai) is a measure of 
the relative ability of a unit thickness of a given material to function as a 
structural component of the pavement. For example, two inches of a material 
with a layer coefficient of 0.20 is assumed to provide the same structural 
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Figure 3-2.5 The Six Climatic Regions in the 
United States. 
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Table 3-2.2. 

U.S. 
Climatic 
Region 

II 

Ill 

IV 

V 

VI 

Effective Roadb.ed S,oil Resilient Modulus Values, M (psi), 
that may be Used in the Design of Flexible Pavemen~s for 
Low-Volume Roads. Suggested Values Depend on the U.S. 
Climatic Region and the Relative Quality of the Roadbed 
Soil. 

Relative Quality of Roadbed Soil 

Very Poor Poor Fair Good Very Good 

2,800* 3,700 5,000 6,800 9,500 

2,700 3,400 4,500 5,500 7,300 

2,700 3,000 4,000 4,400 5,700 

3,200 4,100 5,600 7,900 11,700 

3,100 3,700 5,000 6,000 8,200 

2,800 3,100 4,100 4,500 5,700 

*Effective Resilient Modulus in psi 
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contribution as one inch of a material with a layer coefficient of 0.40. The 
development of the concept of layer coefficients was presented earlier in 
this module. 

The determination of appropriate layer coefficients can be accomplished 
by deriving them from test roads or satellite sections ( as was done at the 
AASHO Road Test) or by using predetermined relationships based on materials 
properties such as resilient or elastic modulus. A discussion of the 
estimation of layer coefficients for five categories of materials is 
presented below. 

Asphalt Concrete Surface Course 
Figure 3-2.6 presents a chart that can be used to estimate the 

structural layer coefficient of a dense-graded asphalt concrete surface 
course based on its elastic (resilient) modulus (EAc) at 68°F. Caution 
is recommended in the selection oflayer coefficienfs for asphalt concretes 
with modulus values exceeding 450,000 psi because their increase in stiffness 
is accompanied by increased susceptibility to thermal and fatigue cracking. 

_Granular Base Layers 
Figure 3-2.7 presents a chart that may be used to estimate a structural 

layer coefficient for a granular base material ( a2) based on one of four 
different laboratory test results, including base resilient modulus, EBS· 
The following relationship may also be used in lieu of Figure 3-2. 7 to 
estimate the layer coefficient, a2, for a granular base material from its 
elastic (resilient) modulus, EBS (6): 

a2 = 0.249(log10EBs) - 0.977 

Granular Subbase Layers 
Figure 3-2.8 presents a chart that may be used to estimate a structural 

layer coefficient for a granular sub base material ( a3) based on one of four 
different laboratory test results, including base resilient modulus, EsB· 
The following relationship may also be used in lieu of Figure 3-2.8 to 
estimate the layer coefficient, a3, for a granular base material from its 
elastic (resilient) modulus, Es8 (6): 

a3 = 0.227(log10EsB) - 0.839 

Cement-Treated Bases 
Figure 3-2.9 provides a chart that may be used to estimate the 

structural layer coefficient, a2, for a cement-treated base material from 
either its elastic modulus, EBs, or alternatively, its 7-day unconfined 
compressive strength (ASTMTI1633). 

Bituminous-Treated Bases 
Figure 3-2.10 presents a chart that can be used to estimate the 

structural layer coefficient, a2, for a bituminous-treated base material 
from either its elastic modulus, Ens, or alternatively, its Marshall 
stability (AASHTO T245, ASTMTI1559). 

4.1.4 Pavement Structural Characteristics 

Drainage 

The AASHTO flexible pavement design procedure provides a means to 
adjust layer coefficients to take into account the effects of certain levels 
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of drainage on pavement performance. Guidance concerning the design or 
effectiveness of various drainage approaches is not provided; the design 
engineer must identify the level or quality of drainage that is achieved 
under a specific set of drainage conditions. 

The following definitions were described in Module 2-4 for various 
levels of drainage quality: 

Quality of Drainage 
Excellent 
Good 
Fair 
Poor 
Very Poor 

Water Removed Within 
2hours 

1 day 
1 week 
1 month 

water will not drain 

The effect of drainage of all untreated layers below the surface is 
considered by multiplying the layer coefficients, ai, by a modifying 
factor, m·. This factor was shown in Module 2-4 and can be obtained from 
Table 3-2.3 and is a function of the drainage characteristics of the roadbed 
soil ( as categorized above) and the amount of time the soil is in a saturated 
condition. The structural number equation modified for drainage becomes: 

where: 
~ = layer coefficient of layer i 
ui = thickness of layer i, inches 
mi = drainage modifying factor for layer 

The drainage conditions at the AASHO Road Test are assumed to be "fair" 
and the mi values there are assumed to be 1.0, regardless of the material. 
It should tie noted that these values are assumed because the structural 
models should not require adjustment for the conditions at the Road Test. 
However, these same materials would probably receive drainage modifying 
factors of less than 1.0 for a new construction project, and the designer 
should select appropriate values to reduce the possibility of a poor design. 

The values in Table 3-2.3 apply only to the effects of drainage on 
untreated base and subbase layers. Although the effects of drainage are 
certainly beneficial for stabilized layers as well, the effects (for flexible 
pavements) are not so pronounced as for unbound materials. 

4.2 Computation of Required Pavement Thickness 

The AASHTO flexible pavement design process can be accomplished using 
the design inputs and design equations discussed in this module. These 
equations can be solved manually, using a series of nomographs, or 
recently-developed computer software (1). The complexity of the design 
procedure can make the manual solution a tedious process. Although the 
nomogra_phs simplify the process, they include some inherent assumptions that 
make thetr solutions somewhat less precise than those provided by the manual . 
and computer solutions. The computerized approach allows easy consideration 
of all design factors (including stage construction, frost heave, swelling 
soil and cost considerations) and provides accurate solutions to the design 
equations. The use of the nomographs is described in this module because it 
is anticipated that they will be widely used. The DNPS86 AASHTO computer 
program will be described separately in this module. 
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Table 3-2.3. Recommended mi Values for'Modifying Structural 
Layer Coefficients of Untreated Base and Sub-Base 
Materials in Flexible Pavements(~). 

Quality of Percent of Time Pavement Structure is Exposed 
Drainage to Moisture Levels Approaching Saturation 

less Than Greater Than 
1% 1-5% 5-25% 25% 

Excellent 1 .40 - 1.35 1 .35 - 1.30 1.30 - 1.20 1.20 

Good 1.35 - 1.25 1.25 - 1.15 1.15 - 1.00 1.00 

Fair 1.25 - 1.15 1.15 - 1.05 1.00 - 0.80 0.80 

Poor 1.15 - 1.05 1.05 - 0.80 0.80 0.60 0.60 

Very Poor 1.05 - 0.95 0.95 - 0.75 0.75 0.40 0.40 
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The basic AASHTO design process for flexible pavements begins with the 
determination of required structural number (SN) based on the level of 
traffic. Trial pavement designs are then identified by using different layer 
thicknesses that provide the required structural number, meet minimum layer 
thickness criteria, and provide adequate protection for underlying 
materials. The associated performance period is then corrected for losses of 
serviceability due to environmental considerations. Stage construction 
options should then be considered to allow planned rehabilitation for 
environmental or economic reasons. Finally, life-cycle cost economic 
analyses must be conducted to compare the alternate pavement designs and 
assist in the selection of the final pavement design. 

4.2.1 Determination of the Required Structural Number 

Figure 3-2.11 presents the recommended nomograph for determining the 
design structural number (SN) required for specific conditmns. This 
nomograph solves the following equation: t ~ 

o. PSI 

log 
lO 4.2 - 1.5 

log w .. z •s + 9.36*1091o<SN+l) - o.20 + ------ + 2.32*10910~ - a.01 
10 18 R o 1094 

0.40 + ----
(SNt-1) 5.19 

The required inputs are: 

1. The estimated future traffic, W l8• for the performance period. 

2. The reliability, R, which assumes that average values are used for 
all inputs. 

3. The overall standard deviation, S0 . 

4. The effective roadbed soil resilient modulus, MR. 

5. The design serviceability loss, JlPSI = p0 - Pt· 

4.2.2 Selection of Trial Pavement Thickness Designs 

Once the design structural number for an initial pavement structure has 
been determined, the designer must identify a set of pavement layer 
thicknesses which will provide the required load-carrying capacity that 
corresponds to the design structural number. The following equation, which 
was presented earlier in this module, provides the means for converting the 
structural number into actual thicknesses of surfacing, base and subbase 
materials: 

where: 
~ = layer coefficient of layer i 
vi = thickness of layer i, inches 
mi = drainage modifying factor for layer 
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This equation does not have a single unique solution; there are many 
combinations of layer thicknesses that can be used to achieve a given 
structural number. There are, however, several design, construction and cost 
constraints that can be applied to reduce the number of possible layer 
thickness combinations and to avoid the possibility of constructing an 
impractical design. Some of these constraints are presented below. 

4.2.3 Layered Design Analysis 

Flexible pavement structures are layered systems and should be designed 
accordingly. Each unbound or aggregate layer must be protected from 
excessive vertical stresses that could result in permanent deformation. This 
requires that minimum thickness values be observed depending on the traffic 
requirements. The procedure to accomplish this is shown in Figure 3-2.12 and 
is described below. 

The design nomograph presented in Figure 3-2.11 can be used to 
determine the design structural numbers required for the protection of any 
unbound layer by substituting the resilient modulus of that layer for the 
roadbed resilient modulus in the nomograph. The minimum required surface 
course thickness, Di, is then determined by dividing the structural number 
required to protect the base course by the layer coefficient.pf the surface 
course (SN 1Ja1). The selected surface course thickness, D 1, must be 
greater than or equal to this minimum thickness. 

* D 1?:.SN1Ja1 =D1 

The actual structural number provided by the selected surface course 
thickness for the protection of the base course is computed as: 

* * SN l = a1D 1 

?:.SN1 

The minimum required base course thickness is determined in a similar 
man~r. Th~structural number provided by the thickness of surface provided 
(a1D 1 = SN 1) is subtracted from the structural number required to 
protect the suboase course, SN2. This quantity is divided by the product 
of the base course layer coefficient and drainage modifying factor to 
determine the minimum1equired base course thickness, D2. The selected 
base course thickness, D 2, must be greater than D2. 

* * D 2 ?:. (SN2 - SN 1);a2m2 

The actual structural number provided by the surface and base course for the 
protection of the subbase course is computed as: 

* * * * SN l + SN 2 = a 1D l + a2m2D 2 

?:.SN2 

Finally, the minimum required subbase thickness is determined. The 
structural numbt;r provided by the selected surface and base course 
thicknesses (SN 2) is subtracted from the structural number required to 
protect the roadbed soil, SN3. This quantity is divided by the product of 
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required value. 

Figure 3-2 .. 12 Design of Flexible Pavement Layer Thicknesses Using 
Layer Analysis Concepts. 
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the subbase layer coefficient and drainage modifying factor to determine the 
minimum reguired subbase thickness, n3. The selected base course 
thickness, D 3, must be greater than D3. 

* * * D 3::: [SN3 - (SN 1 + SN 2)]/a3m3 

The actual structural number provided by the three upper layers for the 
protection of the roadbed soil is computed as: 

* * * * * * SN l +SN 2+SN 3 = al D l +a2m2D 2+a3m3D 3 

~SN3 

This approach provides trial designs that meet the structural 
requirements for the protection of each layer in the pavement structure. 
This procedure should not be applied to determine the required layer 
thickness above materials having a resilient modulus of greater than 40,000 
psi. Layer thickness above such "high modulus materials" should be 
established based on cost-effectiveness and minimum practical thickness 
considerations. 

An example:of thickness selection follows: 

Given: 
Material 

AC 
Crushed Stone Base 
Gr.Subbase 
Roadbed Soil 

Modulus (psi) 
400,000 

30,000 
14,000 
5,000 

Design Reliability = 90% 

Overall Standard Deviation = 0.35 

W 18 = 10 million 

Design Serviceability Loss = 2.0 

Computations: 
From Figure 3-2.12: 

SN 1 (protect base) = 2.8 
SN2 (protect subbase) = 3.8 
SN3 (protect roadbed) = 5.4 

a· 
0.42 
0.14 
0.10 

Minimum Required Surface Thickness= ~l _ . 
- 2.8/0.42 - 6.7 m 

* . Use p 1 = 7.0 m AC surface 
SN 1 = 7.0*0.42 = 2.94 > 2,8 -- ok 

Minimum Required Base Thickness = D2 
= (3~ - 2.94)/0.14 = 6.1 in 

* . Use p 2 = 7.0 m granular base 
SN 2 = 7.0*0.14 = 0.98 

* * SN 1 + SN 2 = 2.94 + 0.98 = 3.92 > 3.8 -- ok 
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Minimum Required Subbase Thickness = o3 
= (5.4 - 3.92)/0.10 = 14.8 in 

* Use p 3 = 15 .0 in granular subbase 
SN 3 = 15.0*0.10 = 1.50 

. * * * 
SN 1 + SN 2 + SN 3 = 2.94 + 0.98 + 1.50 

= 5.42 > 5.40 -- ok 

4.2.4 Stability and Constructability 

It is generally impractical and uneconomical to place layers of 
material that are less than some minimum thickness. Also, traffic 
considerations may dictate the placement of certain minimum layer thicknesses 
fo! stability and cohesion. The following values are suggested minimum 
thicknesses for surface and base layers for various traffic conditions, which 
should be modified for local conditions (1): 

Minimum Thickness (inches) 
Traffic, ESAL's Asphalt Concrete Aggregate Base 

Less than 50,000 1.0 ( or surface 4 

50,000 - 150,000 
150,000 - 500,000 
500,000 - 2,000,000 
2,000,000 - 7,000,000 
Greater than 7,000,000 

treatment) 
2.0 
2.5 
3.0 
3.5 
4.0 

4 
4 
6 
6 
6 

Individual agencies should also establish the effective thicknesses and 
layer coefficients for surface treatments. While the thicknesses of such 
layers are usually negligible in computing structural numbers, they may have 
large effects on base and subbase properties because they reduce the entry of 
surface water into the pavement structure. 

4.2.5 Cost Considerations in Selection of Layer Thicknesses 

After minimum layer thicknesses have been established according to the 
procedures outlined above and checked against construction and maintenance 
constraints, the initial cost of the pavement can be minimized to provide one 
alternate design for each combination of materials being considered. 

One approach to minimizing the pavement materials cost is to calculate 
the cost per unit contribution to the structural number for each layer in the 
pavement system. This number is the unit cost (typically expressed in 
dollars per square yard-inch or similar units) to achieve a contribution of 
1.0 to the structural number. It can be calculated as the Cost per unit of 
effective strength which equals the Unit Material Cost/aimi 

As an example, the following numbers can be obtained: 

Material 
Crushed Stone 
Gravel 

$/sq.yd.-in 
$0.40 
$0.32 
$1.50 

a· 
11.16 
0.10 
0.37 

m· 
o.1so 
0.95 
1.00 

$/Unit Structural Number 
$3.12 
$3.37 

Asphalt Concrete $4.05 
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Another way to consider this information is to take the reciprocal of these 
costs, which tells the designer how much structural number can be achieved 
per dollar spent for each material. 

Material 
Crushed Stone 
Gravel 

$/Unit Structural Number 
$3.12 
$3.37 

Structural Number/$ 
0.32 
0.30 

Asphalt Concrete $4.05 0.25 

The most cost-effective design for a given set of materials will 
maximize the thickness of the material that provides the most structural 
contribution for each dollar spent (in this case, crushed stone) and minimize 
the thickness of the least "structurally cost-effective" material (in this 
case, asphalt concrete) within the thickness constraints described earlier. 

4.3 Consideration of Serviceability Losses Due to Environmental 
Sources 

Roadbed swelling and frost heave are important environmental 
considerations because of their potential effect on the rate of 
serviceability loss. If either swelling or frost heave are to be considered 
for their effects on loss of serviceability or need for future overlays 
(stage construction), the following procedure should be used to determine the 
performance period that will be achieved considering the effects of both 
traffic and environmental effects (refer to Figure 3-2.13): 

1. Select an appropriate structural number for the initial pavement 
structure using the procedures described previously. Because the 
structural number selected has very little effect on the loss of 
serviceability due to environmental causes, it is recommended that the 
initial structural number be no more than that which would be required 
for conditions with no swelling or frost heave problems. For the 
example shown in Figure 3-2.13, the initial structural number was 
assumed to be 4.4 (R = 0.95, MR= 5000, p0 = 4.4, Pt= 2.5, 
traffic= 5 million 18-kip ESAL; 15 year performance period). Any 
structural number less than 4.4 may be an appropriate starting point 
( depending on stage construction considerations) provided minimum 
performance period considerations are not violated. 

2. Select a trial performance period that might be expected under the 
swelling/frost heave conditions anticipated and enter this in Column 
2. A performance period of 13 years was estimated in Figure 3-2.13. 
This number should be less than the performance period expected for no 
frost or swelling conditions. Shorter periods shouf d be estimated for 
more severe environmental conditions. 

3. Use the graph of cumulative environmental serviceability loss (prepared 
as described earlier, see Figure 3-2.12) to estimate the total 
serviceability loss that could be expected due to environmental 
conditions during the performance period selected in Column 2 and enter 
this value in Column 3. 

4. Subtract the environmental serviceability loss (Column 3) from the 
desired total serviceability loss ( 4.4 - 2.5 = 1.9 is used in this 
example) to establish the corresponding traffic serviceability loss and 
enter the result in Column 4. 
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Figure 3-2.13 Example of Process Used to Predict the Performance 
Period of an Initial Pavement Structure Considering 
Swelling and/or Frost Heave (!!:__). 

Initial SN 4.4 
Maximum Possible Performance Period (years) 1§. 
DesignServiceailityloss, .6.PSI =P 0 -pt.=;4,4-2,5= 1.9 

(1 l 
Iteration 

No. 

1 
2 
3 

Column No. 
2 
3 

4 

5 

6 

(2) 
Trial 

Performance 
Period 
(Years) 

13.0 
9.7 
8.5 

(3) 
Total.Serviceability 

loss Due to Swelling 
and Frost Heave 

D,,. PSI SW,FH 

0.73 
0.63 
0.56 

(41 
Corresponding 
Serviceability 
loss Due to 

Traffic 
.6. PSITR 

1.17 
1.27 
1.34 

Description of Procedures 
Estimated by the designer (Step 2). 

(5) 
Allowable 

Cumulative 
Traffic 

( 1 8-kip ESAL) 

2.Q X 106 

2.3 X 106 

2.6 X 106 

Using estimated value from Column 2 with Figure 2.2, the total serviceability 
loss due to swelling and frost heave is determined (Step 3). 
Suotract environmental serviceability loss (Column 3) from design total 
serviceability loss to determine corresponding serviceability loss 

due to traffic. 
Determined from Figure 3.1 keeping all inputs constant (except for use of 
traffic serviceability loss from Column 4) and applying 
the chart in reverse (Step 5). 
Using the traffic from Column 5, estimate net performance period from 
Figure 2.1 (Step 6). 
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Corresponding 
Performance 

Period 
(Years) 

6.3 
7.2 
8.2 



5. Use the design nomograph to estimate the allowable cumulative 18-kip 
ESAL traffic that corresponds to the serviceability loss entered in 
Column 4. Enter this value in Column 5. Note that the reliability, 
effective roadbed soil resilient modulus and initial structural number 
used in determining the initial structural number must be used here as 
well. 

6. Estimate the number of years it will take for the projected traffic to 
accumulate the ESAL entered in Column 5. This projected performance 
period should be entered in Column 6. 

7. Compare the trial performance period in Column 2 with the projected 
performance period in Column 6. If the difference.is greater than 1 
year, average the two and use this number for the trial performance 
period in the next iteration. If the difference is less than 1 year, 
convergence is reached and the average is said to be the predicted 
performance period of the initial pavement structure corresponding to 
the selected initial structural number. For this example, convergence 
was reached after three iterations and the predicted performance period 
is about 8 years. 

5.0 SENSITMTY ANALYSES 

The nomographs described in the text can be used to effectively design 
any flexible pavement situation encountered in this course, and in hopefully 
practice. With the increased availability of microcomputer programs the 
ability to reduce mundane calculations and consider more options in a design 
should provide the design engineer with the ability to examine more 
alternatives and develop a more comprehensive design; The DNPS86 computer 
pro~ram developed by AASHTO (10) will be used to evaluate the influence of 
design variables on the final thicknesses, and will also be used in the 
workshop problems. 

5.1 DNPS86 

The AASHTO computer program to implement the AASHTO Design Procedure 
presents screens to the user that develop the data required for a pavement · 
design. As each screen is completed, the next screen is presented and when 
all input data has been entered, the thicknesses can be calculated. Figure 
3-2.14 is the copyright screen. The next screen activated is shown in Figure 
3-2.15 which calls for general design input requirements. Figure 3-2.16 
contains the input screen for the effective resilient modulus calculations 
described in Module 2-2. Up to 24 seasonal values can be input for the 
calculation. Figure 3-2.17 shows the next two screens which allow for 
selection of pavement type, and input of reliability, serviceability, and 
frost heave data. 

The traffic inputs are shown in Figure 3-2.18. This screen has several 
limitations which were described in detail in Module 2-6. The calculation 
scheme illustrated in Figure 3-2.18 does not allow for separate consideration 
of growth rates for the different vehicle classifications. ESALCALC should 
be used to determine traffic, and the numbers on this input screen should be 
selected to produce the same design ESAL values. Figure 3-2.19 shows the 
input screen for layer structural coefficient values and the associated costs 
for materials and maintenance. The structural layer coefficients are used in 
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AASH'ID DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT' STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
Version 1 - September 1986 

00000 00 00 00000 0000 
000000 00 00 000000 000000 
00 00 000 00 00 00 00 00 
00 00 000 00 00 00 00 
00 00 000000 000000 00000 
00 00 000000 00000 00000 
00 00 00 000 00 00 
00 00 00 000 00 00 00 
000000 00 00 00 000000 
00000 00 00 00 0000 

0000 0000 
000000 000000 
00 00 00 00 
00 00 00 

0000 00000 
0000 000000 

00 00 00 00 
00 00 00 00 
000000 000000 

0000 0000 

Copyright (c) 1986 

American Association of State Highway 
and Transportation Officials 

444 N. Capitol Street, N.W., Suite 225 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

Press Any Key to Continue ... 

Figure 3-2.14 Copyright Screen for DNPS86 AASHTO Program. 

372 



DNPS86 (1) 

* * * GENERAL DESIGN INPUT RE)'.JUIREMENTS * * * 

ANALYSIS PERIOD (YEARS) . . • . • ... 

DISCOUNT RATE (PERCENI') 

NUMBER OF TRAFFIC LANES (ONE DIRECTION) 

LANE Wiffi'H (FEET) ....... . 

CCMBINED WIDrH OF SHOUWERS (FEET, ONE DIRECTION) 

Figure 3-2.15 General Design Input Screen. 
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DNPS86 (1) No. 

* * * ROADBED SOIL RESILIENT MJDULI * * * 

Season Resilient Season Resilient 
No. Modulus (psi) l\b. Modulus (psi) 

------ -----------~-- ------ -------------
1 5000 13 0 
2 0 14 0 
3 0 15 0 
4 0 16 0 
5 0 17 0 
6 0 18 0 
7 0 19 0 
8 0 20 0 
9 0 21 0 

10 0 22 0 
11 0 23 0 
12 0 24 0 

Fl: HELP F2: IMPORT/S'lDRE F3: ANALYZE/PRINT/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESULTS 

Figure 3-2.16 Input Screen for Effective Resilient Modulus. 
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DNPS86 (1) 

DNPS86 (1) 

No. 

ROAD SURFACE 
{P)aved or {A)ggregate .........•.. p 

No. 

* * * DESIGN INPUTS FDR FLEXIBLE AND RIGID PAVEMENI'S * * * 

DESIRED LEVEL OF RELIABILITY (PERCENT) 

DESIGN TERMINAL SERVICEABILITY 

ROADBED SOIL SWELLING AND/OR FROST HEAVE 
Consider? (Y)es or (N)o ....... . 

90.00 

2.50 

N 

Fl: HELP F2: IMPORT/STORE F3: ANALYZE/PRINT/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESULTS 

Figure 3-2.17 Pavement Selection and Reliability Input Screens. 
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DNPS86 (1) 

* * * FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT DESIGN INPUTS * * * 

PERFORMANCE PERIOD FOR INITIAL PAVEMENI' (YEARS) • 20. 0 

SERVICEABILITY INDEX AFTER INITIAL CONSTRUCTION • 4. 50 

TRAFFIC 
Growth Rate (percent per year) .•...•.. 
(S)irnple or (C)anpound Growth ..•..•••. 
Initial Yearly 18-kip ESAL (both directions) 
Directional Distribution Factor {percent) . 
Lane Distribution Factor (percent) 
Calculated 'Ibtal 18-kip ESAL During the 

Analysis Period (in the design lane) •••• 

0.00 
C 

100000 
50 

100 

OVERALL STANDARD DEV!ATION (LOG REPETITIONS) 

1000000 

0.490 

No. 

Fl: HELP F2: IMPORT/STORE F3: ANALYZE/PRINI'/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESULTS 

Figure 3-2.18 Traffic Input Screen. 
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DNPS86 ( 1) 
* * * ADDITIONAL FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT DESIGN INPillS * * * 

AND ASSOCIATED COSTS 

PAVEMENT IAYER CHARACTERISTICS, MATERIAL PROPERTIES & COSTS 

No. 

No. Description 
Spcfd 
Thick 
( in. ) 

Layer 
Coef 

Elastic 
Modulus 

Drain 
Coef 

Unit 
Cost 

Salv 
Value 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
o.oo 
0.00 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

OTHER CONS'IRUCTION RELATED COSTS 

(psi) 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 

($/CY) 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

( % ) 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Shoulders, If Not Full Strength ($/linear ft) . 0.00 
Drainage ($/linear foot) . • . . . 0.00 
.Mobilization and Other Fixed Costs ($/lin ft) • 0.00 

MAINI'ENANCE COST 
Initial Year Costs Begin to Accrue 
Yearly Increase ($/lane mile/year) 

0 
0.00 

Fl: HELP F2: IMPORT/STORE F3: ANALYZE/PRINT/EXIT F4: DISPIAY RESULTS 

Figure 3-2.19 Structural Layer Coefficients and Material Costs. 
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selecting thicknesses according to the l?rocedure outlined in this module, and 
for calculating total costs and performmg simple cost comparis~ns. 

When all screens have been filled, the final menu screen shown in 
Figure 3-2.20 will appear. This screen allows the analysis to be performed, 
results saved or printed, and values to be changed for running comparative 
designs. A typical output is shown in Figure 3-2.21 

5.2 Results 

The following table of design inputs was used to determine the 
sensitivity of the AASHTO flexible pavement thickness design procedure 
( computer program solutions) to effective roadbed soil resilient modulus, 
terminal serviceability, overall standard deviation, design reliability and 
initial traffic. 

Design Input Low Value Nominal Value High Value(s) 
Initial Annual Two-Way 
Design Traffic (ESAL * 106) 1.33 2.67 4 

Effective Roadbed Soil 
Resilient Modulus (psi) 2500 5000 10000 

Terminal Serviceability 2.0 2.5 3.0 

Design Reliability 50 and 70 90 98 

Overall Standard Deviation 0.30 0.45 0.60 

The following design inputs were held constant throughout analyses: 

Design and analysis periods .. .- ... 20 years 
Environmental effects .......... none 
Initial serviceability index ...... 4.2 
Truck traffic growth .......... 4% compounded annually 
Traffic directional distribution factor . 50% 
Truck lane distribution factor ..... 70% 
Layer coefficients: 

AC ................. 0.36 
Base ................... 0.10 
Subbase .............. 0.10 

Drainagemodifying factors ....... LOO for all layers 
Modulus values: 

AC ................. 300,000 psi 
Base ................ 25,000 psi 
Subbase ................ 13,500 psi 

The following table summarizes the combinations of design inputs that 
were entered into the AASHTO computer design program and the pavement 
thickness designs that resulted. All inputs were varied one at a time, 
holdina all other inputs constant at their nominal values. These results are 
presented graphically in Figures 3-2.22 through 3-2.26. 

378 



DNPS86 (1) No. 

* * * PERFORM ANALYSIS, PRINT RESULTS OR EXIT * * * 

OPTIONS 

1. Perfonn Analysis 
2. Perfonn Analysis and Print Results 
3. Print Previous Results 
4. Return to Edit Session 
5. Exit 

Enter Desired Option 

Figure 3-2.20 Selection Menu. 
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DNPS86 (1) 
* * * SOLUTION FDR INPUT DATA FILE: test-tf 

No. 
* * * 

FLEXIBLE PAVEMENI' STRUCTURAL DESIGN 

Performance Life (yrs) 
18-kip ESAL Repetitions 

layer 
No. 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

Layer 
Description 

Required 
Thickness 

(inches) 

DESIGN FDR PROJEC'IED FUTURE OVERIAY(S) 

Overlay Type 
Req'd Thick (in) 
Perf Life (yrs) 
18-kip ESAL Reps 

First 
(none) 

Figure 3-2.21 Output Screen. 

Second 
(none) 
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LIFE CYCLE COSTS ($/SY) 

Initial Pavement 
Construction 
M:3.intenance 
Salvage Value 

First Overlay 
Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

Second Overlay 
Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

Net Present Value 

Press Any Key to Continue ... 
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Input 
Description 

AC Total 

All Nominal Values 
Low Initial Traffic 

SN Thickness (in) Thickness (in) 

High Initial Traffic 
Low Roadbed Resilient Modulus 
High Roadbed Resilient Modulus 
Low Terminal Serviceability 
High Terminal Serviceability 
Very Low Design Reliability 
Low Design Reliability 
High Design Reliability 
Low Overall Standard Deviation 
High Overall Standard Deviation 

6.3 10.5 
5.6 9.4 
6.7 11.2 

7.7 10.5 
4.9 10.5 
5.9 10.0 
6.7 11.5 
5.2 8.5 

5.7 9.3 
7.2 11.9 
5.8 9.8 
6.6 11.3 

37.4 
34.6 
39.0 

51.8 
24.8 
34.0 
42.0 
32.2 

34.3 
40.6 
35.6 
39.1 

A visual review of the outputs confirms the effect of each design factor 
on overall pavement thickness and structural number. Increases in required 
structural number and overall pavement thickness accompany increases in 
traffic, terminal serviceability, design reliability and overall standard 
deviation and decreases in roadbed resilient modulus. 

Figure 3-2.22 illustrates the effect of traffic on thickness design. For 
the traffic input values considered, a 300 percent increase in initial traffic 
is accompanied by only a 19 percent increase in surface thickness and a 13 
percent increase in total pavement thickness. This is probably due to the fact 
that all of the traffic input values considered represent relatively high 
volumes of traffic and all of the designs are quite thick. The effect of 
traffic on thickness design is more pronounced for lower levels of traffic and 
thinner pavement sections. In such cases, substantial increases in traffic 
result in more significant increases in design thickness. 

Figure 3-2.23 summarizes the effect of varying the effective roadbed soil 
resilient modulus on the pavement thickness design. Softer roadbed soils 
require more total pavement thickness to reduce vertical stresses and prevent 
permanent deformation. This increase in pavement thickness is generally 
accomplished most efficiently and inexpensively by increasing the base and 
subbase layer thicknesses. It is not necessary to increase the surface 
thickness unless radial strains at the bottom of the asphalt concrete layer are 
also excessive. Note that the largest changes in required overall pavement 
thickness occur around relatively small effective resilient modulus values 
( <5000 psi) and that further decreases in pavement thickness are relatively 
small for increases in effective resihent modulus above 10,000 psi. 

Figure 3-2.24 shows the effect of selecting various terminal 
serviceability indexes (varying the allowable change in serviceability) on 
pavement thickness design. Fairly linear increases in both surface thickness 
and overall pavement thickness accompany increases in terminal serviceability. 
Since increases in overall pavement thickness affect the development of 
subgrade deformation and increases in surface thickness are most effective in 
reducing fatigue cracking, both thicknesses must be increased to eff ectivcly 
maintain a higher level of serviceability over the performance period. The 
increase in overall pavement thickness per unit increase in terminal 
serviceability is greater than the increase in surface thickness, which 
reflects the fact that small increases in surface thickness 
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can effectively reduce the development of fatigue cracking while larger 
increases in overall pavement thickness are necessary to reduce vertical 
stresses in the roadbed soil. 

Figure 3-2.25 presents the effect of varying the level of design 
reliability on flexible pavement thickness design. This figure shows that 
relatively small increases in overall pavement thickness and surface 
thickness will provide large increases in design reliability up to about 90 
percent. For example, improving the design reliability from 50 to 90 percent 
results in surface and total pavement thickness increases of 24 and 16 
percent (2 inches and 5 inches), respectively. Increasing the reliability 
from 90 percent to 98 percent results in additional surface and total 
pavement thickness increases of 16 and 10 percent (1.4 inches and 3.3 
inches), respectively. Thus, design reliability can be "purchased" fairly 
inexpensively up to a point (90-95 percent), but becomes fairly expensive (in 
terms of initial costs) above that level. 

Figure 3-2.26 describes the effect of selecting various values for the 
overall standard deviation of input values. The result is a linear shift in 
both surface and overall pavement design thicknesses when design reliability 
is held constant because this factor enters the design equation as a constant 
multiplier of the standard normal deviate, ZR. 

6.0 LIMITATIONS OF THE AASHTO DESIGN PROCEDURE 

Major limitations of the AASHTO flexible pavement design procedure are 
summarized as follows: 

1. Limited materials and subgrade. The Road Test used a specific 
set of pavement materials and one roadbed soil. The extrapolation 
of the performance of these specific materials to general 
applications is dangerous because the materials and soils 
available locally will probably not be identical to those used at 
the Road Test and will perform differently. The AASHTO design 
procedure addresses this deficiency through the use of several 
adjusting factors and inputs (MR, FR, drainage, etc.). 
However, many of these inputs are also based on empirical 
relationships and must be used carefully. 

2. No mixed traffic. The AASHO Road Test accumulated traffic on 
each test section by operating vehicles with identical axle loads 
and axle configurations. In-service pavements are exposed to many 
different axle configurations and loads. The process of 
converting mixed traffic into equivalent 18-kip ESAL applications 
is based on another empirical relationship that has never been 
field-verified. 

3. Short road test performance period. The number of years and 
heavy axle load applications upon which the design procedure is 
based represents only a fraction of the design age and load 
applications that many of today's pavements must endure. Current 
design periods range from 20 to 40 years or more and many 
pavements will be exposed to 100 million 18-kip ESAL or more. 
Even if the AASHTO equations can be extrapolated to design for so 
many load applications, the environmental deterioration that 
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occurs over time is not directly included in the design 
equations. The iterative procedure described earlier must be used 
to adjust the design performance period of the pavement section to 
account for reductions due to environmental effects. It is 
impossible to develop an initial design that provides a 
predetermined performance period and provides for the effects of 
environmental deterioration. 

4. Load equivalency factors. The load equivalency factors used to 
determine cumulative 18-kip ESAL pertain specifically to the Road 
Test materials, pavement composition, climate and subgrade soils. 
The accuracy of extrapolating them to other regions, materials and 
distresses, etc., is not known, but is questionable. These 
factors are also based on terminal serviceability indices of 2.0 
or 2.5. The use of higher terminal serviceabilities is often 
considered for pavements that carry high traffic volumes. Thus, 
the available equivalency factors may not adequately address such 
cases. 

5. Variability. A serious limitation of the AASHTO design procedure 
is that it is based upon very short pavement sections where 
construction and material quality were highly controlled. Typical 
highway projects are normally several miles in length, and contain 
much greater construction and material variability, and hence show 
more variability in performance along the project in the form of 
localized failures. Projects designed using average inputs could 
be expected to exhibit significant localized failures before the 
average project serviceability index drops to Pt unless a level 
of reliability somewhat greater than that desired is selected for 
design. 

6. Lack of guidance on some design inputs. Structural coefficients 
and drainage modifying factors are very significant on influencing 
flexible pavement layer thicknesses, and there is very little 
guidance provided for their selection. The design reliability 
also has an extremely large effect on pavement thickness and very 
little guidance is provided in selecting this factor. 

Successful use of the AASHTO Guide requires a lot of experience and 
knowledge of the assumptions and underlying basis for design. It is strongly 
recommended that the resulting designs be checked using other procedures and 
mechanistic analyses. 

7.0 EXAMPLE DESIGN PROBLEM 

Using the AASHTO flexible pavement design procedure, design a flexible 
pavement for a rural primary highway given the following data: 

Pavement Location: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Rural 
Pavement Functional Classification: ........ Primary 
Traffic: 

Expected Initial Traffic (1\vo-Way, ESAL) ... 2.67 x 106 
Expected Directional Distribution, DD . . . . 0.50 
Expected Truck Distribution (Design Lane), ID 0. 70 
Expected Annual Truck Traffic Growth . . . . . 4.0 percent 

388 



Construction Materials Properties: 
Asphalt Concrete Modulus of Elasticity . . . . 300,000 psi 
Granular Base Resilient Modulus . . . . . . . 25,000 psi 
Granular Subbase Resilient Modulus . . . . . . 12,000 psi 

Roadbed Soil Seasonal Resilient Modulus (from tests): 
Winter (mid-December to late February) .... 30,000 psi 
Spring ( early March to late April) . . . . . . 1,000 psi 
Summer, Fall ( early May to mid-December).. . 5,000 psi 

Typical Serviceability Loss due to Environment. .. see Figure 3-2.2 

Solution: 

The following design inputs might be selected based on consideration of 
pavement functional importance, stage construction considerations, knowledge 
of local construction quality, and engineering experience: 

Performance Period . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 years 
Analysis Period (to include one rehabilitation).. 20 years 
Design Reliability over Analysis Period, R . . . . 908ercent 
Overall Standard Deviation (including traffic), S0 .45 
Initial Pavement Serviceability Index . . . . . . . 4.5 
Terminal Pavement Serviceability Index . . . . . . 2.5 

Since stage construction is being planned ( original construction and 
one rehabilitation) and the overall design reliability has been selefJfd as 
90 percent, each stage must have a reliability Rsta e = (R0vefan) · 
In this case, the reliability of each stage must be a~roximate y ~5 percent. 

The expected traffic for the 10-year performance period is estimated 
using the given information and Module 2-6 as follows: 

W rn = Traffic G6owth Factor* Initial Expected Traffic* DD * TD 
= 12JJ1 * 2.67* 10 ESAL * 0.50 * 0. 70 
= 11.22*106 ESAL 

The seasonal roadbed resilient modulus data is entered into the chart 
in Figure 3-2.3 and the effective roadbed resilient modulus can be estimated 
as 2100 psi. 

The design serviceability loss due to traffic can be determined by 
subtracting the estimated serviceability loss due to environmental effects 
( obtained from Figure 3-2.2) from the overall design serviceability loss. In 
this case, the overall design serviceability loss is 4.5 - 2.5 = 2.0 and the 
estimated serviceability loss due to environmental effects over 10 years is 
0.64. Thus, the design serviceability loss due to traffic is 2.0 - 0.64 = 
1.36. 

Entering Figure 3-2.11 with R = 95 percent, S = 0.45, W 18 = 11 
million, PSI = 1.36 and appropriate modulus values, 'the following structural 
numbers are obtained: 

SN3 !protection of the roadbed soil) = 8.6 
SN2 protection of the subbase) = 5.0 
SN 1 protection of the base) = 3.8 
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Layer coefficients must be determined for each of the paving materials 
being used. If no local road tests have been conducted to experimentally 
determine such values for local materials and conditions, Figures 3-2.6, 
3-2.7 and 3-2.8 can be used to estimate the layer coefficients from their 
modulus values as follows: 

al= aAC 
a2 = abase 
33 = 3subbase 

=0.36 
=0.12 
=0.12 

Based on a knowledge of the granular materials properties (gradation, 
permeability, etc.), the construction site location, and the probable 
location of the materials in the pavement structure, it might be determined 
that the base has good drainage characteristics and will be saturated less 
than 5 percent of the time. The subbase might be determined to have poor 
drainage characteristics and might be expected to be saturated as much as 25 
percent of the time. Using this information and Table 3-2.3, drainage 
modifying factors for these layers can be estimated as follows: 

Layer m· 
Base 1.12 
Sub base 0.85 

A cost analysis has been performed (as described in section 4.2.3) and 
it has been determined that the granular base material provides the most 
structural contribution per dollar and the asphalt concrete provides the 
least. This information is combined with the minimum layer thicknesses 
determined according to layered analysis and minimum constructable 
thicknesses to produce the following design thicknesses: 

Minimum Required Surface Thickness = ~ 1 _ . 
- 3.8/0.36 - 10.6 m 

Use :p * 1 =11.0 in AC surface 
SN l =11.0*0.36 = 3.96 >3.8 -- ok 

Since the base course has been determined to be the more cost-effective 
material than the subbase, the use of subbase material should be eliminated 
unless other factors require it's use. The remaining structure is then 
composed of base material. 

Minimum Required Base Thickness = D2 
= (8.o-3.96)/(0.12*1.12) = 34.5 in 

Use :p * 2 == 35 .0 in granular base 
SN*2 = 35.Q*0.1344 = 4.70 
SN 1 + SN 2 = 3.96 + 4.70 = 8.66 > 8.6 -- ok 

This structure may be unacceptably expensive because of the excessive 
excavation costs required to place a 46-inch thick pavement. Consideration 
should be given to replacing some or all of the granular base with asphalt 
concrete to reduce excavation costs and achieve a lower initial cost 
pavement. A full-depth asphalt concrete pavement would need to be 8.6/0.36 = 
23.88 or 24 inches thick (using the layer coefficient of the surface course 
for the entire pavement thickness). 
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8.0 SUMMARY 

The AASHO Road Test was a carefully designed and constructed experiment 
that provided data concerning the effects of varying thicknesses of 
surfacing, base course and subbase. Other design factors were also studied. 
These data were used to develop empirical performance prediction models, 
which formed the basis for a pavement design procedure. 

Over the years, several modifications and improvements have been made 
to the AASHTO procedures, with the most significant changes occurring in 
1986. The current design procedure incorporates the concepts of design 
reliability and variability of design inputs, the use of resilient modulus 
testing for materials characterizations and determination of layer 
coefficients, direct consideration of the effects of drainage on materials 
performance, and a rational approach to adjusting designs to account for 
environmental considerations. 

The current AASHTO flexible pavement design procedure can be 
accomplished manually, through the use of a nomograph, or using the 
referenced computer program. Design inputs include performance and analysis 
periods, cumulative expected traffic in ESAL, required design reliability, 
loss of serviceability due to environmental effects, performance criteria 
(initial and terminal serviceability), and resilient or elastic modulus and 
drainage characteristics of the paving materials and roadbed soil. Trial 
thicknesses are adjusted to minimize initial construction costs and to 
provide layer stabdity and constructability. The design process is 
described in detail in this module. 

Most of the major limitations of the AASHTO flexible pavement design 
procedure are concerned with the general use of a design procedure that was 
developed from very specific conditions ( e.g., one climate, one set of 
materials, no mixed traffic, etc.) over a short period of time. The 
successful use of the AASHTO design procedure requires experience and a 
knowledge of the underlying assumptions. AASHTO designs should be verified 
using other design procedures and mechanistic analyses. 
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MODULE3-3 

OTHER PROCEDURES FOR FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT THICKNESS DESIGN 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

The purpose of this module is to show that there are alternate flexible 
pavement design procedures that can be used independently or to provide 
checks of the AASHTO procedure results. Particular emphasis is placed on the 
Asphalt Institute design method, but other methods are discussed as well. 
Each method is described along with its assumptions, strengths and 
weaknesses. 

Upon completion of this module, the participants will be able to 
accomplish the following: 

1. Describe the development of the Asphalt Institute method of 
flexible pavement design. 

2. Design a flexible pavement for a variety of traffic, climate, 
support and materials inputs using the Asphalt Institute method. 

3. Perform sensitivity analyses on the Asphalt Institute method to 
determine the effects of input variables on pavement design. 

4. Describe the development of other flexible pavement thickness 
design procedures and identify the basic assumptions of each. 

5. Compare the assumptions, strengths, weaknesses and limitations of 
alternate design procedures with those of the AASHTO flexible 
pavement thickness design procedure. 

6. Compare designs produced by the AASHTO procedure with those 
produced using alternate procedures and explain the sources of 
their differences, if any. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

In light of rising construction and rehabilitation costs, it is 
imperative that a pavement design be responsive to the design inputs without 
bemg an over-design. Since most design procedures have some shortcoming, 
this objective, can be achieved by utilizing several different design 
procedures to verify the proposed pavement design. 

3.0 ASPHALT INSTITUTE METHOD FOR FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT DESIGN 

The Asphalt Institute procedure can be used to design an asphalt 
pavement composed of various combinations of asphalt surface and base, 
emulsified asphalt surface and base, and untreated aggregate base and 
subbase. 

The original Asphalt Institute design methodology was an empirical 
approach based upon data from the AASHO Road Test, the WASHO Road Test, and 
other various state and local test sections. This procedure was completely 
revised in 1981, and the current Asphalt Institute procedure as presented in 
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MS-1, (1) uses multi-layer linear elastic theory for the determination of the 
required pavement thickness. Full friction is assumed to exist between the 
layers. Each elastic layer is characterized by a modulus of elasticity (E) 
and a Poisson's ratio ( ). Procedures for determining modulus values of 
various pavement materials are discussed in Block 2. 

A computer program was used in the development of the design procedure 
to examine two critical stress-strain conditions. The first is the maximum 
vertical compressive strain induced at the top of the roadbed soil from an 
applied wheel load; the second is the maximum horizontal tensile strain 
induced at the bottom of the asphalt concrete layer from the applied wheel 
load (see Figure 3-3.1). For these stress-strain conditions, two key 
assumptions are made relative to design considerations (1): 

1. If the vertical compressive strain at the top of the roadbed soil 
is excessive, rutting or permanent deformation will occur in both 
the roadbed soil and at the surface of the asphalt concrete 
layers. 

2. If the horizontal tensile strain at the underside ofthe lowest 
asphalt bound layer is excessive, fatigue (alligator) cracking of 
the asphalt layers will develop under repeated traffic loading. 

The Asphalt Institute flexible pavement design procedure strives to 
design a pavement structure that will be thick enough to prevent these 
excessive horizontal tensile and vertical compressive strains from occurring 
over a predetermined design period. Thickness design charts were developed 
using the computer program DAMA (J.) which modelled these two stress-strain 
conditions. The curves in the design charts represent the more critical of 
the two stress-strain conditions, i.e., for a given set of inputs, the 
largest strain ( either vertical compressive or horizontal tensile) governs 
the thickness requirements (1). 

3.1 Design Considerations 

The major design considerations required for the structural design of 
flexible pavements using The Asphalt Institute procedure include the 
selection of design input values for traffic, roadbed soil strength, material 
properties, and environmental conditions. 

3.1.1 Traffic 

The traffic analysis procedure used by the Asphalt Institute is based 
on the load equivalency factors developed at the AASHO Road Test. It is 
assumed that the loads applied to the pavement structure by mixed traffic can 
be expressed in terms of 18-kip equivalent single-axle load (ESAL) 
applications. The Asphalt Institute procedure requires that the ESAL factors 
are selected assuming a terminal serviceability index of 2.5 and a structural 
number of 5 for both single and tandem axles. Reference 1 contains more 
information on this topic, including recommended load equivalency factors. 

The traffic input value required for design is the total number of ESAL 
applications which the pavement structure will sustain during the design 
period. Because the number of equivalent single-axle loads can be easily 
calculated for any number of years, the roadway can be designed for any 
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desired performance period. However, since many assumptions must be made to 
estimate the number of ESAL applications during the design period, the 
estimate can be significantly different from the actual number of ESAL 
applications. Therefore, although not part of the Asphalt Institute design 
method, it may be prudent to try several different ESAL inputs to determine 
the effect of traffic on thickness design. 

If traffic data or projections are unavailable, the Asphalt Institute 
method provides guidelmes for estimating input ESAL values from the 
classification of the highway to be built and from the probable ranges of 
ESAL factors for the various truck volumes (1). The designer must recognize 
that inadequate designs may result from the use of generic traffic 
estimates. Such estimates are generally acceptable only when a high risk of 
premature failure is acceptable. 

3.1.2 Roadbed Soil Strength 

The second major pavement input variable is the strength of the roadbed 
soil. The roadbed soil is characterized by the resilient modulus (MR), 
which was described in detail in Block 2. The resilient modulus use-d in this 
design procedure is the "normal" resilient modulus that is not representative 
of times when the roadbed soil is frozen or when it is undergoing periods of 
thaw. 

The best method to determine a representative roadbed soil resilient 
modulus is to perform substantial testing on the roadbed soil. This should 
include all roadbed soil material that is expected to be within 2 ft of the 
planned subgrade elevation. If significant roadbed soil variation is 
present, random sampling should be done to determine the controlling 
(weakest) soil type, or the limits and boundaries of each roadbed soil type. 
The latter approach allows the project to be subdivided for separate designs 
if the various soil type areas are large enough. 

A minimum of six to eight test values are usually used to determine the 
design Roadbed Soil Resilient Modulus (MR)- The design Roadbed Soil 
Resilient Modulus should be selected as a function of traffic, using lower 
values when higher traffic levels exist to ensure a more conservative 
design. Suggested percentile design values (select the design modulus> X% 
of all test values) for various traffic levels are given in the following 
table (1): 

TRAFFIC LEVEL 
(CUMUfuA TIVE ESALs)_ 

<10 
1°4 _ 106 

> 10 

PERCENTILE DESIGN VALUE 
60.0 
75.0 

87.5 

As an example, suppose that the results ofroadbed soil resilient 
modulus testing yielded tfiose numbers shown in Table 3-3.1 (listed in 
decreasing order). Then the resilient modulus design input for the various 
traffic levels could be approximated as: 
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Table 3-3.1. Example Determination of Design Roadbed Soil 
Resilient Modulus. 

TEST VALUE NUMBER GREATER THAN % GREATER THAN 
MR, psi OR EQUAL TO OR EQUAL TO 

16200 1 14 

15700 2 29 

14900 3 43 

14100 4 57 

12600 5 71 

11500 6 86 

10900 7 100 
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1. Traffic< 10,000 ESAL~: Use MR of 14,000 psi ( design MR > 60% 
of the test results). 

2. 

3. 

Traffic> 10,000 ESALs but< 1 million ESALs: Use MR of 
12,200 psi ( design MR> 75% of the test results). 

Traffic> 1 million ESALs: Use MR of 11,300 psi (design MR> 
87.5% of the test results). 

It may be more accurate to use a graphical procedure which plots the 
"% Equal To or Greater Than" versus "MR-" Then the design MR value can 
be read directly off the plot for the given percentile. This is demonstrated 
in Reference 1. 

Because resilient modulus testing equipment is not always available, 
correlations have been established with other widely used tests. The 
following e~uations have been suggested to convert the California Bearing 
Ratio (CBR) and the Resistance (R) value to resilient modulus values (1). 

MR = 1500*CBR 

where: 
MR = resilient modulus, psi 
CBR = California Bearing Ratio (ASTM D 1883 or AASHTO 193) 

MR = 1155 + 555*(R) 

where: 
MR = Resilient modulus, psi 
R = Resistance value (ASTM D 2844 or AASHTO T-190) 

It should be noted that the above correlations are approximate and 
should be applied carefully. In particular, the R-value correlation has been 
developed from an extremely limited data bank. The above relationships are 
considered applicable for most fine-grained soils or for materials with 
MR< 30,000 psi (1). Graphical solutions for the relationships between 
MR and other strength measures are presented in Module 3-2. Environmental 
influences on soil strength must also be incorporated. 

3.1.3 Material Properties 

The properties of the pavement component materials are characterized by 
a modulus of elasticity and a Poisson's ratio. Determination of the modulus 
of elasticity is discussed in Block 2. The Poisson's ratios are assigned 
internally and are based on typical values derived from various research 
projects. 

Other assumed characteristics of the specific materials used in the 
Asphalt Institute flexible pavement design are discussed below. 

Asphalt Concrete 

A high quality asphalt concrete was used in producing the charts for 
this design procedure. Thus, the design assumes that similar quality 
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materials will be used. The asphalt concrete should meet the criteria 
outlined in Reference 7 for aggregate gradation, mix design, and density 
requirements (1). 

Emulsified Asphalt Mixes 

In the Asphalt Institute design method, it is permissible to use 
emulsified asphalt mixtures for base course layers. Three different types of 
emulsion mixes are allowed, depending primarily on the type of aggregate used 
in the mixture. The three mixes are (1): 

1. Type I, emulsified asphalt mixes with processed dense
graded aggregate. 

2. Type II, emulsified asphalt mixes made with semi-processed 
crusher-run, pit-run, or bank-run aggregate. 

3. Type III, emulsified asphalt mixes made with sands or 
silty sands. 

The aggregate and emulsions utilized must meet the requirements given in 
Reference 8. Typical material properties were used in development of the 
thickness design curves for this particular layer type. 

Untreated Granular Materials 

Untreated granular materials must comply with ASTM specification D 
2940, except that the following requirements should apply where appropriate 
(1): 

"'TEST TEST REQUIREMENTS 
CBR, minimum 

* or 
R-Value, minimum 

Liquid Limit, maximum 
Plasticity Index, maximum or 
Sand Equivalency, minimum 
% Passing #200 Sieve, maximum12 

* 

20 

55 
25 
6 
25 

The roadbed soil resilient modulus relations 
for CBR and R-Value do not apply to untreated 
aggregate base and subbases. 

3.1.4 Environmental Conditions 

80 

78 
25 
NP 
35 

7 

It is assumed in the Asphalt Institute method that environmental 
conditions can be incorporated through the effects of monthly temperature 
changes throughout the year on the asphalt modulus and through consideration 
of the effects of temperature on the roadbed soil resilient modulus and 
modulus of the granular materials. The effects of moisture and drainage are 
not considered directly. 

In consideration of the asphalt concrete layers, three sets of 
environmental conditions were selected to represent the range of conditions 
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to which the design manual should apply (1): 

TEMPERATURE CONDITION 
Cold, mean annual 
Temperature < 45op 

Warm, mean annual 
temperature between 
45°F and 75°F 

Hot, mean annual 
temperature > 75°F 

FROST EFFECTS 
AC-5 

Yes AR-2000 
120/150 pen 

AC-10 
Possible AR-4000 

85/100 pen 

No 
AC-20 
AR-8000 

6000 pen 

ASPHALT GRADES 
AC-10 
AR-4000 

85/100 pen 
AC-20 

AR-8000 
60no pen 

AC-40 
AR-16000 

40/50 pen 

Mean annual air temperatures were used to characterize the 
environmental conditions applicable to each region, and the characteristics 
of the materials were selected accordingly. In cold regions, the asphalt 
must be less stiff to minimize the potential for thermal cracking; in hot 
regions, the asphalt must be stiff to increase resistance to rutting and 
permanent deformation. 

The roadbed soil resilient modulus is affected by seasonal variations 
in moisture and temperature. The resilient modulus is expected to increase 
during the cold winter months when the roadbed soil is frozen and to decrease 
in the spring when it is undergoing periods of thaw and high moisture content 
(1). This is illustrated in Figure 3-3.2. Similar changes occur in the 
elastic modulus of untreated granular materials durmg periods of freeze and 
thaw. The actual magnitude of the change in resilient modulus depends on 
such factors as temperature, freezing index value, groundwater conditions, 
roadbed soil type, drainage, and pavement cross section. 

The design curves account for the seasonal influences on the roadbed 
soil and granular materials by using reduced moduli values for the thaw 
period and increased moduli values for the freezing period. Thus, it is 
essential that the roadbed soil modulus obtained from testing represent a 
"normal" value and not any extreme values. This can be accomplished by 
performing roadbed soil testing at times other than when the roadbed soil is 
frozen or undergoing spring thaw. 

The Asphalt Institute method (MS-1) provides design charts only for a 
mean annual au temperature of 60°F because it is assumed in that manual 
that if asphalt cements are selected based on the temperature guidelines 
previously discussed (for mean annual temperatures of 45°F, 60°F, and 
75°F), the resulting concrete modulus will remain approximately constant 
with changes in mean annual air temperature. If this assumption is invalid, 
the use of MS-1 for climates with mean annual air temperatures significantly 
different from 60° F may result in over- or underdesigns. Reference 2, 
which documents the development of and provides the basis for the MS-1 design 
method, contains a set of graphs for mean annual air temperatures of 45°F, 
60°F, and 75°F so that variation in asphalt modulus with temperature is 
incorporated to a certain extent. If the pavement is to be designed for 
extreme climates, it is recommended that these design charts be utilized. 
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3.2 Structural Design Procedure 

The design criteria for the Asphalt Institute method is to restrict the 
amount of horizontal strain at the bottom of the asphalt-treated layer (which 
is a source of fatigue or alligator cracking) and to restrict the amount of 
vertical strain at the top of the roadbed soil (which is a source of rutting 
and permanent deformation). The limiting criteria for both fatigue cracking 
and permanent deformation are based on empirical data. Alligator cracking is 
limited to 20 - 25% of the pavement surface and rutting is limited to 0.5 in 
over the design period of the pavement. The pavement thickness obtained from 
these design charts satisfy the most critical of these two requirements (1). 

The Asphalt Institute design procedure consists of the following steps: 

1. 

2. 

Roadbed Soil Testing. This is necessary to determine the Design 
Roadbed Soil Resilient Modulus, MR, for use in the design 
charts, as described earlier. 

Material Determination. This is required to select the surface 
and base types to be used in the design. There are several 
different pavement structures which may be used for the design of 
a flexible pavement. These include full-depth asphalt concrete 
pavements, pavements with an asphalt surface and an emulsified 
asphalt base, and pavements with an asphalt surface and granular 
base. 

Since asphalt mix properties vary with temperature, it is 
recommended that different asphalt cement grades be used where 
different climate conditions prevail. A table giving the 
recommended asphalt grades for specific temperature conditions was 
provided earlier. 

3. Traffic Information. lt is necessary to determine the traffic to 
be carried by the pavement (in ESAL applications over the design 
period). Design life is not input directly. Different pavement 
design lives can be considered by using different design traffic 
volume inputs ( e. g., 5 million ESAL for 10 years, 10 million for 
20 years, etc.). 

4. Thickness Design. Thickness design charts such as that shown in 
Figures 3-3.3, 3-3.4, and 3-3.5 for Full-Depth Asphalt Concrete, 
Emulsified Asphalt Mix Type II, and 6 inch Aggregate Base, 
respectively, are used to determine the required asphalt concrete 
surfacing thickness. Inputs of design traffic, roadbed soil 
resilient modulus, and a preselected material determination ( e.g., 
full-depth asphalt, 4 in aggregate base, 6 in aggregate base, 
etc.) are required. Reference 1 contains additional charts not in 
this manual. 

As an example, assume a 6 inch aggregate base has been selected 
for use in the pavement system. If a traffic level of 2 million 
ESALs is anticipated over the design life and the resilient 
modulus has been determined to be 8000 psi, then an asphalt 
concrete thickness of 9 inches is required over the 6 inch 
aggregate base. This is shown in Figure 3-3.5. 
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If the pavement structure is to consist of full-depth asphalt concrete, 
the pavement thickness design charts can be entered directly with the 
resilient modulus value for the roadbed soil and the design traffic level. 
For full-depth asphalt concrete pavement structures, a minimum thickness of 
4 inches is suggested by this design method (1). 

The pavement structure can also be designed using an emulsified asphalt 
base course in place of a portion of the asphalt concrete layer. As 
discussed previously, three different types of emulsified mixes can be 
designed depending on the quality of the material used in the mixture. The 
design charts must be entered with the resilient modulus and design traffic 
level for a specific emulsified asphalt base type to produce a total pavement 
thickness. A minimum thickness of asphalt concrete is needed over the 
emulsion stabilized base course. The minimum asphalt thickness depends on 
the level of traffic anticipated for the pavement structure. For both Type 
II and Type III emulsified asphalt bases, the minimum asphalt concrete 
thickness varies from 2 inches for traffic levels of less than 10,000 ESALs 
to 5 inches for traffic levels greater than 1 million ESALs (1). The 
thickness of the emulsified base is then determined by subtracting the 
minimum asphalt thickness from the total thickness obtained from the charts. 

Granular base courses can also be used as part of the pavement 
structure. For this material, a given thickness of untreated aggregate base 
is preselected (based on drainage, frost, or other requirements). The 
appropriate design chart is then entered (with a roadbed soil modulus and 
design traffic level) to yield the total thickness of asphalt concrete needed 
over the preselected granular base course thickness. The design manual 
provides for six different untreated base thicknesses--4, 6, 8, 10, 12, and 
18 inches. The minimum thicknesses of asphalt concrete required range from 
3 inches for traffic levels of less than 10,000 ESALs to 5 inches for traffic 
levels over 1 million ESALs (1). 

3.3 Design Selection 

Since there are numerous different layer configurations available when 
using the Asphalt Institute method (i. e., full-depth asphalt concrete, 
emulsified asphalt bases, granular bases), there may be some difficulty in 
determining the pavement system which best addresses a given design 
situation. Therefore, the following items should be considered when 
selecting the type of pavement system: 

1. Full-depth asphalt concrete pavements have the advantages of 
better resistance to pavement stresses, less total required 
thickness than pavements with untreated aggregate base courses 
(meaning reduced excavation costs in some cases), and relative 
insensitivity to frost or moisture. However, materials for 
aggregate bases are an abundant resource and are generally 
inexpensive and readily available. Aggregate bases can perform 
well when constructed properly. 

2. It is recommended that several designs be determined using 
different materials and then an economic analysis ( as discussed in 
Block 6) be performed to determine the preferred alternative. 
However, there are other factors which should also be considered 
in selecting the preferred alternative, such as material 
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3. 

availability, geometric design problems, utility locations, agency 
policies, etc. The consideration of these other factors is also 
discussed in Block 6. 

Stage construction (the construction of successive layers of 
asphalt concrete according to design requirements and on a 
predetermined time schedule) should also be considered in the cost 
analysis. This approach is beneficial when funds are insufficient 
for constructing a pavement with a long design life. Stage 
construction is also desireable when there is a great amount of 
uncertainty in estimating traffic. The pavement can be designed 
for an initial traffic level and the next stage of construction 
can be designed using traffic projections based on the in-service 
traffic data. Finally, stage construction can allow weak spots 
which develop in the first stage to be repaired in the next stage. 

3.4 Sensitivity Analysis 

The following table of design inputs was used to study the sensitivity 
of the Asphalt Institute flexible pavement thickness design procedure 
(graphical solutions) to roadbed soil resilient modulus, design traffic, mean 
annual air temperature and base thickness. 

Design Input Low Value Nominal Value High Value(s) 
Roadbed Soil 
Resilient Modulus (psi) 3000 5000 10000 

Design Traffic (ESAL * 106) 7 14 28 and42 

Mean Annual Air Temp (°F) 45 60 75 

Base Course Thickness (in) 0 6 12 

The following table summarizes the combinations of design inputs that 
were entered into the Asphalt Institute design charts and the pavement 
thickness designs that resulted. All inputs were varied one at a time, 
holding all other inputs constant at their nominal values. These results are 
presented graphically in Figures 3-3.6 through 3-3.9. 

Input Description 
All Nominal Values 

AC Thickness (in) Total Pavement Thickness (in) 

Low Roadbed Resilient Modulus 
High Roadbed Resilient Modulus 
Low Traffic 
High Traffic 
Very High Traffic 
LowMAAT 
HighMAAT 
12" Granular Base 
Full-Depth AC (No Base) 

14.6 20.6 
15.8 21.8 
13.0 19.0 

13.0 19.0 
16.5 * (extrapolated)* 22.5 
18.0 *( extrapolated)* 24.0 

13.2 19.2 
16.0 22.0 
13.7 25.7 
15.7 5.7 

Figure 3-3.6 illustrates the effect of roadbed soil design resilient 
modulus on the resulting thickness design. As MR increases, the overall 
pavement thickness required to protect the subgrade from permanent 
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deformation decreases approximatelY. linearly. As the resilient modulus 
increases from 3000 psi to 10000 psi ( CBR from approximately 2 to 7), the 
required asphalt concrete thickness decreases from about 16 inches to 13. 
Thus, an increase in roadbed soil resilient modulus of more than 300 percent 
results in a total pavement thickness reduction of less than 13 percent in 
this case. Overall, the Asphalt Institute design procedure does not appear 
to be very sensitive to small changes in roadbed soil resilient modulus. 

Figure 3-3.7 illustrates the effect of varying design traffic on 
pavement thickness. The largest increases in pavement thickness accompany 
traffic increases from relatively small volumes ( <10 million ESAL). As the 
design traffic volume increases, further increases result in smaller . 
increases in pavement thickness. Note that the thickness designs for traffic 
volumes exceeding 20 million ESAL are extrapolated from the Asphalt Institute 
design charts when a granular base is to be used. Design charts for 
full-depth asphalt concrete and emulsified asphalt mixes provide for traffic 
volumes up to 50 million ESAL. 

Figure 3-3.8 shows the effect of assumed mean annual air temperature on 
pavement thickness design. The effect appears to be a fairly linear 
translation of the standard temperature ( 60°F) design that adds or 
subtracts a little less than an inch and a half of asphalt concrete for a 
15°F increase or decrease in mean annual air temperature. 

Figure 3-3.9 illustrates the assumed equiva!ency factor between asphalt 
concrete and granular base material. Each increase in base thickness of six 
inches results in a corresponding decrease in asphalt concrete surface 
thickness of only one inch and a net increase in overall pavement thickness 
of five inches. This six-to-one equivalency compares with the four-to-one 
equivalency found in performance studies at the AASHO Road Test. 

3.5 Limitations of the Asphalt Institute Method 

The major limitation of the Asphalt Institute procedure is that it does 
not consider environmental effects directly in the procedure. While there is 
an attempt to account for environmental effects in the roadbed soil resilient 
modulus and in the asphalt grade to be used, it does not accurately account 
for major climatic considerations such as seasonal variation in moisture. 

Another problem lies in the limited environmental applicability of the 
design charts provided in MS-1. It contains only design charts for mean 
annual air temperatures of 60°F, which accurately represents only a portion 
of the United States. This limitation can be overcome by using the design 
charts for mean annual air temperatures of 45 °F and 75 °F presented in 
Reference 2. 

Finally, while the Asphalt Institute procedure has a firm basis in 
mechanistic analysis, it relies heavily on many empirical inputs. These 
include the computation of traffic equivalencies, the empirical assignment of 
limiting stress/strain criteria, and the use of empirical correlations 
between material strength parameters and resilient modulus by agencies 
without the proper testing equipment. 
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3.6 Asphalt Institute Computer Method (J) 

The Asphalt Institute method for flexible pavement design (MS-1) was 
developed through the use of the computer program DAMA. DAMA was developed 
at the University of Maryland and is an elastic-layered pavement analysis 
program used to ascertain the repetitions to failure in the deformation and 
fatigue cracking distress modes. It was based on the Chevron N-layer program 
and allows for a more elaborate analysis of the input variables involved in 
the design process, particularly environmental effects on materials (2). 

As an example, DAMA allows average traffic volumes to be entered 
monthly so that seasonal variations in traffic weight and density can be 
incorporated, ( e.g., fertilizer trucks in spring and grain trucks in the fall 
in farming areas). Also, the computerized design method can be used to 
incorporate the environmental effects on the properties of each layer in the 
pavement structure by varying the layer moduli seasonally with provisions for 
monthly variation. The effect of temperature on asphaltic concrete of 
asphalt emulsions is done internally in the program; the user must input only 
mean monthly air temperatures. In addition, it allows for Poisson's ratio 
values to be input by the user. 

There are several restrictions of the DAMA program, including the 
following items (2): 

1. The program is limited to analyzing a five layer pavement system 
( 4 pavement layers and a roadbed soil). 

2. A maximum of one granular layer may be used, and it must be 
located directly above the roadbed soil. 

3. An asphalt layer is required at the top of the pavement system. 

4. The program can analyze dual wheel loads only; however, this can 
be overcome by increasing the spacing between wheels. 

4.0 OTHER MECHANISTIC-EMPIRICAL DESIGN PROCEDURES 

As discussed in Module 3-1, mechanistic-empirical design procedures are 
based on an analytical/theoretical study of pavement responses (stresses, 
strains, and deflections) through pavement modelling techniques. These 
theoretical pavement responses are empirically related to the performance of 
the pavement through laboratory studies and field testing to produce design 
procedures that are termed mechanistic-empirical approaches. 

Several agencies have developed mechanistic-empirical models for 
general application to a variety of design considerations, including the 
Kentucky Department of Transportation (1) and Shell International (5:_). A 
summary of the advantages and disadvantages of mechanistic-empirical methods 
is given m Module 3-1. 

5.0 NATIONAL STONE ASSOCIATION METHOD 

The National Stone Association method is an empirical procedure based 
on the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers' pavement design procedure. The 
procedure uses a modified California Bearing Ratio test to determine the 
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strength of roadbed soil. The NSA method incorporates crushed stone base 
courses as part of the pavement system. The basis of this method is to 
provide adequate thickness and quality of material to prevent repetitive 
shear deformation within any layer. AdditionallJ, the effects of 
frost-action are minimized to acceptable levels (.6). 

This empirical design method uses only two basic input criteria to 
determine the total required thickness of the pavement structure. The first 
is the strength of the roadbed soil as determined by its California Bearing 
Ratio (CBR). The second is the amount of traffic (in 18-kip equivalent 
single-axle load applications) estimated to travel the roadway over a twenty
year design life. 

The total pavement thickness is obtained from a design table using 
inputs of CBR and traffic (see Table 3-3.2). The thickness value obtained is 
then divided into asphalt concrete and granular base course layers, with a 
minimum thickness of asphalt concrete required for each particular level of 
traffic (in ESALs). The design is checked to ensure that it is adequate for 
frost susceptible roadbed soils. 

As an example, if the roadbed soil has a CBR of 8 and if a traffic 
level of 350 ESAL/day (127,750 ESAUyear) is anticipated (i.e., DI-5), a 
total design thickness of 14 inches is obtained from Table 3-3.2. Thus, an 
asphalt concrete thickness of 3.5 inches will be used (from Table 3-3.2) over 
10.5 inches of crushed stone. 

The advantages of the National Stone Association are listed below: 

1. The method is straightforward and simple to use. 

2. The input requirements are minimal and usually easily obtainable. 

3. The method has been revised as necessary through long-term 
monitoring of performance of in-service pavements. 

There are also several disadvantages associated with the National Stone 
Association method of flexible pavement design. Among these are: 

1. The strength properties of each layer above the roadbed soil are 
not considered ( e. g., presence of a "very strong" layer would not 
decrease the requirements of the other layers). 

2. The time and temperature dependence of the asphalt concrete layer 
is ignored. 

3. A stabilized base course is not an option using this method. 

4. Uncertainty and variability in perf~rmance may result.from .. 
application of a "generalized" design procedur~ to a s1te-spec1f1c 
condition. This may result in over- or underdes1gns. 

5. The minimum thickness of asphalt as required by the method is not 
always sufficient to withstand the design traffic. 
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Table 3-3.2 National Stone Association Basic Design Thickness Table 
for Temperate Climate (6). 

DESIGN THICKNESSES (INCHES) FOR 
SUBGRADE SOIL INDICATED TRAFFIC INTENSITY CATEGORIES 

Class CBR 

Excellent 15 
Good 10-14 
Fair 7-9 
Poor * 3-6 

Any class, minimum 
asphalt surfacing 
thickness (inches) 

DI-1 DI-2 

5.0 6.0 
7.0 8.0 
9.0 11.0 

13.5 16.5 

1.0** 2 .0 

DI-3 DI-4 DI-5 DI-6 

7.0 8.0 9.0 10.0 
9.0 10.0 11.0 12.0 

12.0 14.0 15.0 17.0 
18.5 20.5 23.0 26.0 

2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 

* Poor soils should be upgraded or capped with subbase material 

** 

to improve support to fair or better class. 

Use surface treatments, or increase to 1.5 inches including a 
prime coat on the compacted stone base if hot mixed asphalt is 
preferred as the surface, 

TRAFFIC CATEGORIES: 

DI-1: ~ 5 ESAL/day (~ 1825 ESAL/year) 

DI-2: 6 - 20 ESAL/day (2190 - 7300 ESAL/year) 

DI-3: 21 - 75 ESAL/day (7665 - 27,375 ESAL/year) 

DI-4: 76 - 250 ESAL/day (27,740 - 91,250 ESAL/year) 

DI-5: 251 - 900 ESAL/day (91,615 - 328,500 ESAL/year) 

DI-6: 901 - 3000 ESAL/day (328,865 - 1,095,000 ESAL/year) 
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In summary, the National Stone method is an empirical procedure based 
~n a large amount of data. It is a simple procedure and only requires two 
mputs, roadbed soil CBR and projected design traffic. However, its 
simplicity is also one of its drawbacks, as several important variables are 
ignored. 

6.0 EXAMPLE PROBLEM 

Using the Asphalt Institute and National Stone Assocation flexible 
pavement design procedures, design a flexible pavement for a rural primary 
highway given the following data: 

Pavement Location: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Rural 
Pavement Functional Classification: . . . . . . . . Primary 
Traffic: 

Expected Initial Traffic (Two-Way, ESAL) . . . 1.33 x 106 
Expected Directional Distribution, DD .... 0.50 
Expected Truck Distribution (Design Lane), TD 0. 70 
Expected Annual Truck Traffic Growth . . . . . 4.0 percent 

Construction Materials Properties: 
Asphalt Concrete Modulus of Elasticity . . . . 300,000 psi 
Granular Base Resilient Modulus . . . . . . . 25,000 psi 

Normal Roadbed Soil Seasonal Resilient Modulus Test Results (psi): 
3500 3350 3700 3200 2900 
3050 3050 3200 3550 3100 

Normal Roadbed Soil CBR Test Results: 
2.3 2.2 2.5 
2.0 2.0 2.1 

Mean Annual Air Temperature ........... . 

Solution: 

2.1 1.9 
2.4 2.1 
60°F 

The following design inputs might be selected based on consideration of 
pavement functional importance, stage construction considerations, knowledge 
of local construction quality, and engineering experience: 

Performance Period . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 years 
Analysis Period . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . 20 years 
Percentile Design Value.............. 90 percent 

The expected traffic for the 20-year performance period is estimated 
using the given information and procedures in Module 2-5. 

EAL= Traffic ~rowth Factor * Initial Expected Traffic * DD * TD 
= 29.78 * 1J3*10 ESAL * 0.50 * 0.70 
= 13.86*10 ESAL 

This volume of traffic results in the daily application of nearly 2000 18-kip 
ESAL over the twenty-year design period. 

The design roadbed soil resilient modulus can be determined as 
described in section 3.1.2 by selecting a value that is greater than only 10 
percent ( since we are using a 90 percentile design value) of the given test 
values. For the given data, the 90 percentile value can be estimated between 
2900 and 3050 and a value of 3000 is chosen. Similarly, a 90 percentile CBR 

416 



value of 2 is estimated. It is assumed that the other paving materials meet 
the requirements of the Asphalt Institute and the National Stone Association. 

The given, assumed and computed data can be used to enter the Asphalt 
Institute design charts and produce the following possible design 
alternatives: 

Emulsified 
AC Granular Base As halt Mix 

Alt mative Thicknes m Thickn s in Thickness in 
1 16.5 0 
2 5.0 0 
3 5.0 0 
4 5.0 0 
5 16,0 4 
6 16.0 6 
7 ll.5 8 
8 15.5 10 
9 15.0 12 
10 14.5 18 

11.5 !Type I) 
14.5 Type II) 
20.5 Type III) 

The selection of the preferred design alternative must be based on 
several factors, including availability of materials, cost of required 
excavation for deep sections, frost protection and drainage requirements, 
etc. If the levels of performance designed for in the Asphalt Institute 
procedure (0.5 inches of rutting, 20-25% alligator cracking) are 
unacceptable, it may be desirable to increase the design traffic by some 
factor to produce a design that will provide better performance. 

The design values can also be used to produce a design using the 
National Stone Association procedure, as described in section 5.0. The 
following design results: · 

Total Pavement Thickness = 26.0 inches 
Minimum AC Surface Thickness = 4.0 inches 

The National Stone Assocation recommends that the roadbed soil be improved or 
capped with a subbase to produce a pavement foundation with a CBR of 7 or 
more. 

Extreme care must be used with any design procedure and the resulting 
designs should be considered with engineering experience and judgement, 
rather than used blindly. For example, the use of a 4-inch AC surface on a 
pavement as heavily-trafficked as tfie design example would certainly result 
m failure of the surface long before 20 years had passed. 

7.0 SUMMARY 

It is essential to consider more than one procedure when designing a 
pavement to ensure that a reasonable design is obtained. This module 
provides background information on other design procedures available for the 
design of flexible pavements. 

The basis for mechanistic-empirical design procedures were discussed, 
including their advantages and disadvantages. Their main advantages lay in 
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the accurate way that they model the behavior of a particular pavement 
section, predict specific distresses, and can incorporate complex solutions, 
but this can be a problem since they are so complex that they require a 
computer and good pavement knowledge. 

The Asphalt Institute design method, developed through the use of the 
DAMA computer program, is based on limiting critical strains to allowable 
values. The strains considered are the horizontal tensile strain on the 
underside of the lowest asphalt bound layer ( either asphalt concrete or 
emulsified asphalt treated), and the vertical compressive strain at the 
surface of the roadbed soil. Layer properties (modulus and Poisson's ratio) 
have been preselected based on various laboratory tests and research projects 
and represent t)_'pical values for these materials; however, the user selects 
the roadbed soII resilient modulus. Design charts require traffic and 
roadbed soil property inputs to produce a design thickness that is adequate 
for the more critical strain condition. The procedure is a_pplicable to warm 
climates but is of questionable validity when applied to either hot or cold 
climates. 

The computerized version of the Asphalt Institute design method 
(program DAMA) provides means for including climatic and environmental 
effects in greater detail than most other rational or semi-empirical design 
methods and addresses many of the weaknesses of the manual MS-1 procedure. 

The National Stone Association method is an empirical procedure based 
on the Corps of Engineers design methodology. It requires only a CBR value 
for the subgrade and estimated traffic levels. While it is a simple 
procedure to use and is based on a large amount of data, the procedure does 
not consider the strength properties of the material, and it may not be 
applicable to all regions. The minimum thicknesses of surfacing it suggests 
may be inappropriate for high traffic volume applications. 
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MODULE3-4 

FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT SHOULDER DESIGN 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module deals with the design of shoulders for flexible pavements. 
Topics addressed include material selection, traffic and environmental 
effects, maintenance and safety considerations and thickness design concepts. 

Upon completion of this module, the participant will be able to: 

1. Discuss the purposes and benefits of paved shoulders. 

2. Identify factors and inputs that influence shoulder design, 
including mainline pavement type, planned uses of the shoulder, 
sub grade and paving materials, environmental effects, safety and 
maintenance considerations. 

3. Design a paved shoulder for a flexible pavement for a variety of 
traffic, climate, materials and other input conditions. 

4. Identify common types of shoulder distress and discuss their 
causes and prevention. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

A highway shoulder is "the portion of the roadway contiguous with the 
traveled way for accommodation of stopped vehicles, for emergency use and for 
lateral support of base and surface courses" (1). In addition, shoulders 
provide recovery space for errant vehicles, accident avoidance areas, lateral 
clearance to signs and guardrails, improved sight distance in cuts, and space 
for maintenance operations (2). 

The desirable features of a shoulder include (3.): 

1. Clear delineation between travel lanes and the shoulder to 
minimize enroachment. 

2. Adequate cross-slope for good drainage. 

3. Sufficient width for emergency use, drainage control, and 
guardrail installation. 

4. A flush transition at the through-lane edge. 

5. Inherent structural stability. 

6. A pavement-shoulder joint that remains sealed. 

7. Efficient and economical maintenance. 

8. Low total construction and maintenance costs. 
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Other added functions might include (5.): 

1. The accommodation of encroaching traffic. 

2. Provision of extra space for construction and maintenance 
activities. 

3. Use as an extra lane during peak hours to relieve traffic 
congestion. 

4. Use as a bicycle path or travel lane for slow-moving vehicles and 
equipment. 

Various types of shoulder, ranging from grass to continuously 
reinforced concrete, have been constructed in the U.S.; however, grass and 
most gravel shoulders do not meet the desirable features discussed above. 
Therefore, only flexible shoulder designs over granular or stabilized bases 
will be discussed in this module. 

Recent surveys indicate that most states do not have a shoulder design 
method with the result that shoulder performance has generally been 
unsatisfactory (22). A major conclusmn of one NCHRP study (1:) was that most 
shoulders are considerably under-designed. Over the last decade poor 
shoulder performance has resulted in a number of shoulder studies. The 
results of these studies are summarized in NCHRP reports 63 and 202 and show 
that shoulders that have structurally adequate designs for the expected 
traffic generally perform satisfactorily, particularly if the 
pavement-shoulder joint is properly sealed, and/or if adequate drainage is 
provided. 

3.0 FACTORS AFFECTING SHOULDER DESIGN 

The following broad categories influence shoulder design: 

1. Mainline pavement (and shoulder) type. 

2. Traffic. 

3. Environment. 

4. Safety. 

5. Planned maintenance strategy. 

6. Thickness design concepts. 

These are discussed in more detail in the subsections below. 

3.1 Mainline Pavement and Shoulder Type 

Selection of the shoulder type is the first step in shoulder design. 
It is a very important step because selection of an inappropriate shoulder 
material can lead to performance problems for the mainline pavement as well 
as the shoulder. 
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Hicks and Barksdale (:!:) have reported that one of the major problem 
areas with shoulders is related to the pavement-shoulder joint. This joint 
is :particularly troublesome when the pavement and shoulder are constructed 
usmg dissimilar materials ( e.g., asphalt-concrete shoulders adjacent to PCC 
pavements). Dissimilar materials generally have different thermal properties 
and expand or contract at different rates, which introduces additional 
stresses into joint sealants that are already being stressed by differential 
vertical deflections across the joint. This problem is further compounded by 
the fact that few joint sealants are suited for bonding to dissimilar 
materials. 

FHWA Technical Advisory T5040.18 for pavement shoulders (5.) recommends 
the use of shoulders constructed of materials similar to those used in the 
mainline pavement. It is believed that this policy facilitates construction, 
improves overall pavement performance, and reduces long-term maintenance 
costs. Longitudinal joints between flexible shoulders and flexible mainline 
pavements generally do not experience serious deterioration problems if the 
foundation material under the shoulder is designed for traffic encroachments 
and is properly compacted during construction. Even if some separation takes 
place, the sealing of these joints is much simpler than in the case of 
flexible-rigid combinations. 

As discussed previously, grass, granular and other low-type shoulder 
materials have been used for shoulder construction, but are not generally 
desirable for high-type pavement construction. 

3.2 Traffic 

Traffic has generally not been considered in shoulder design, primarily 
on the assumption that shoulders see very little traffic. There is some 
evidence (:!:, ~' 1), however, to indicate that when there is a paved shoulder 
and no lateral obstructions, trucks using the outer lane tend to encroach on 
the shoulder by as much as 12 inches and sometimes more. A recent study by 
Emery (.8.) has shown that at least 2.4 percent of the truck traffic in the 
outer lane encroaches on the shoulder. Barksdale et al. (:!:) have recommended 
that 2.5 percent of the mainline truck traffic should be used in shoulder 
structural design. These studies were conducted on PCC pavements with either 
unpaved or different types of paved shoulders ( other than PCC). Thus, 
different percentages of encroaching traffic could be expected when the 
shoulders are constructed of the same material as the mainline pavement. In 
addition, the location of the projects surveyed could influence study 
results. These factors indicate that a survey of local traffic conditions is 
necessary to obtain appropriate numbers for a specific design case. 

Some states use the shoulder as an additional traffic lane during 
maintenance operations or durinB peak traffic periods in urban areas. If 
such a use is anticipated, this add1t10nal traffic must also be considered in 
the design. 

In addition to planned traffic and vehicle encroachment, the shoulder 
is also used for parking by disabled vehicles. It is reasonable to assume 
that parked vehicles tend to move close to the outer edge of the shoulder, 
which indicates the need for a uniformly strong structural section. 
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The percentage of parked and encroaching traffic can be estimated from 
the results of national surveys or from the procedure recommended by Sawan et 
al. in "Structural Analysis and Design of PCC Shoulder" (2). Since the above 
estimates are relatively imprecise, it may also be adequate to simply 
estimate the projected total traffic for the highway (in terms of 18-kip 
equivalent single-axle loads) using the procedures outlined in Module 2-6 and 
assign a percentage of this traffic ( e.g., 3 - 5 percent) to the shoulder for 
shoulder design purposes. 

The procedure recommended by Sawan et al. for computing ESAL.5 due to 
encroachments and parked traffic is described below. 

3.2.1 Encroaching Traffic 

Encroaching traffic is that part of the mainline traffic that 
occasionally encroaches on the shoulder and then returns to the mainline 
pavement. Encroaching traffic normally travels in the vicinity of the 
mainline/shoulder joint and encroaches 12 inches (305 mm) or less onto the 
shoulder. 

The percentage of trucks that will encroach on the shoulder should be 
estimated from field surveys of projects with similar designs and traffic 
levels. Trucks should be selected at random and followed by observers over a 
selected distance (Ls) of several miles. Records are made of the time the 
truck travels on the shoulder to determine the longitudinal distance for each 
encroachment (using the average truck speed which would be approximately the 
same as the observer's vehicle speed). This survey can be used to determine 
the average number of encroachments per truck in the surveyed pavement 
sections (Ne) and the average length (on the shoulder) of each encroachment 
(Le)-

The average daily truck volume in the traffic lane nearest the shoulder 
(ADTT out ) is determmed by multiplying the one-directional av~rage daily 
traffic ( AV1) by the percent of truck traffic ( % T) and the lane distribution 
factor for that lane (LDF): · 

ADTT0 uter = ADTx %TxLDF 

The average daily number of truck encroachments in the surveyed section 
(ADTE) can be estimated by multiplying the average number of encroachments 
per truck (Ne) by the average daily truck traffic volume in the traffic 
lane nearest the shoulder (ADTI0 uter): 

ADTE= Ne x ADTiouter 

The average daily total encroachment distance in the surveyed section 
( AD Le) can be estimated by multiplying the average daily number of truck 
encroachments (ADTE) by the average length of each encroachment (Le): 

ADLe = ADTE x Le 

The average daily number of encroachments (ADE) at any given point in 
the surveyed section is obtained by dividing the average daily total 
encroachment distance (AD Le) by the length of the surveyed section (Ls)· 
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ADE= AD Le/ Ls 

Finally, the proportion of trucks in the outer lane that encroach on 
the shoulder (PET) can be estimated as the ratio of the average daily number 
of encroachments at a given point (ADE) to the average daily truck traffic in 
one direction in the outer lane (ADTI0 uter): 

PET= ADE/ ADTI outer 

Actual calculations show that the PET typically varies over a range of 
approximately0.01 to 0.08 (1-8 percent) of the adjacent lane truck 
volume. The percentage of parking truck traffic should be added to this 
number because any truck has to encroach in order to park on the shoulder. 

3.2.2 Parked Traffic 

Parked traffic is that percentage of mainline truck traffic that parks 
on the shoulder for emergencies or other reasons. This input can also be 
estimated for the design section using traffic counts obtained from sections 
with similar designs and traffic. Parking traffic typically varies greatly 
along a given project, depending on geometric and interchange conditions. 
Most trucks park near interchange ramps. Thus, it may be desirable to 
identify separate design sections for areas where parking is likely and for 
areas where minimal parking is expected. 

The computation required to determine the number of expected load 
applications that will occur along the outer shoulder edge in the selected 
design section is described below. 

A length of pavement (Ls) that is representative of the design 
section must be selected. The average daily truck volume in the traffic lane 
nearest the shoulder (ADTI outer) is determined as before: 

ADTI outer= ADTx %T x LDF 

The average daily number of trucks that actually park in the surveyed 
section (ADTP) must be determined by a visual count over one or more typical 
24-hour periods. Since most parking occurs during the very early morning 
hours this period must be included. The average distance the trucks drive on 
the shoulder during a typical stop (1,,) is also determined by actual 
observations. 

The percentage of trucks that park on the shoulder can now be 
estimated. The design section is first divided conceptually into 
"subsections" of length~- It is assumed that the probability that a 
parking truck will park in any given "subsection" is equal to P, where: 

P= 1/(L81Lp) 
Thus, the percentage of total truck traffic in one direction that parks 

on any r~ndom "subsection" (PPT) is computed as: 

PPT = ADTP x P xlO0 I ADTI outer 

Surveys and calculations from in-service pavements show that PPT may 
range from percentages of 0.0005 to 0.005. 
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3.2.3 Regular Traffic 

If it is anticipated that the shoulder would be used by regular traffic 
at any stage of its design life, then this extra amount of traffic should be 
counted as a part of the shoulder design traffic and the amount of traffic at 
both edges of the PCC shoulder should be increased accordingly. The ultimate 
case is to design the shoulder as an extra lane by considering its traffic to 
be similar to the mainline outer lane truck traffic. 

The above information must still be converted to 18-kip equivalent 
single-axle loads using the methods discussed in Module 2-6. 

3.3 Environmental Effects 

Although traffic loads are primarily responsible for shoulder fatigue, 
shoulder performance is also significantly affected by the magnitude and 
distribution of rainfall, volume change of non-stabilized materials 
(particularly long-term creep and consolidation or settlement), maximum and 
minimum temperatures, number of freeze-thaw cycles, and depth of frost 
penetration. Environmental effects on shoulder performance are generally 
more severe than for mainline pavement performance because shoulders are 
often built with lower quality materials and lower construction quality 
( e.g., lower required compaction effort). Since shoulder sections are often 
constructed thinner than the mainline pavement, the effects of frost 
penetration and freeze-thaw cycles are likely to be more significant, 
especially for frost-susceptible soils. 

The following paragraphs address the consideration of environmental 
effects in pavement shoulder design. 

3.3.1 Moisture and Drainage Effects 

NCHRP studies (2, .4) have concluded that moisture infiltration and 
improper drainage are the major causes of premature shoulder failure. 
Surface infiltration, high groundwater, and capillary rise may result in 
excessive deflection, reduced load-bearing capacity and frost action. These 
problems may show up as alligator or fatigue cracking, potholes, stripping, 
ravelling and weathermg, frost heave, and general pavement disintegration. 
Moisture problems are best addressed by including adequate drainage (through 
the use of permeable foundation materials and/or subdrains) or using 
materials that are less susceptible to the presence of moisture. These 
concepts are addressed briefly below and in Module 3-1, and in detail in 
Block 2. 

Foundation soil type is an important factor in drainage design. 
Granular or highly permeable soils increase the effectiveness of pavement 
drainage systems and reduce the possibility of pavement damage due to loss of 
support. 

Soil type takes on added importance in climates where frost may 
penetrate the subgrade under the shoulder pavement, particularly if the soils 
are fine-grained and are susceptible to frost damage. Specific design 
approaches to frost protection are discussed in Module 3-1. The amount of 
frost protection required for flexible shoulder design is often less than 
that required for the mainline pavement (unless the shoulder is intended to 
carry a large volume of traffic) because the consequences of failure are not 
as severe. 
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Dempsey et al. (10) have concluded (based on both theoretical analysis 
and field tests) that climate and foundation soil type also influence the 
location of subdrainage pipes. Their study indicates that for climatic 
regions with frost depths less than the thickness of the surface layer, the 
minimum distance from the top of an impermeable subgrade to the bottom of the 
subdrainage pipe should be about 1 to 2 mches (25 to 51 mm) with the pipe 
installed below the subgrade. At locations with extreme winter climates 
( either very warm or very cold) the drainage pipe should be moved closer to 
the surface than current specifications prescribe. 

AASHTO (21) recommends avoiding the use of aggregate base courses 
having a significant percentage of minus 200 mesh sieve materials to prevent 
frost heaving, pumpmg, clogging of the drainage system, and base 
instability. 

A system for the evaluation of the potential for moisture-accelerated 
distress and related pavement performance has been developed by Carpenter et 
al. (11) and designated MAD (Moisture Accelerated Distress Identification 
System). The MAD Index is based on the climate of the area and properties of 
the pavement foundation materials and can be used for both new designs and 
investigation of rehabilitation needs. 

3.3.2 Temperature Effects 

Design considerations for the effects of temperature variation on 
asphalt concrete shoulder performance are essentially the same as for the 
mainline asphalt concrete pavement, although higher levels of risk may be 
acceptable for the shoulder area. Temperature-related distresses are 
primarily limited to thermal cracking at low temperatures and pavement 
distortion (rutting, shoving, corrugation) at high temperatures. Both 
phenomena can be minimized by the proper selection of asphalt cement 
(hardness, viscosity) and mix design. Recommended grades of asphalt cement 
for various climates and layer thicknesses can be determined using the 
procedure developed by Basma and George (12). 

The adverse effects of temperature changes on the performance of joints 
between dissimilar materials was discussed prev10usly with the recommendation 
that shoulders should be constructed of the same material as the mainline 
pavement. 

3.4 Safety Considerations 

Various studies have shown that shoulder improvement (provision of 
wider or paved shoulders) is generally the single most cost-effective action 
with respect to safety considerations, resulting in significantly lower 
accident rates (13,14,15,16,17). Safety considerations, therefore, should be 
carefully weighed in determining the shoulder width, alignment, and 
continuity. 

Shoulders provided adjacent to high-type facilities should be 
approximately 12 feet (3.7 m) wide. This allows 1 to 2 feet (0.3 to 0.6 m) 
of clearance from the edge of the traveled lane to parked commercial vehicles 
and 3 to 4 feet (0.9 to 1.2 m) for passenger cars. Somewhat narrower 
shoulders may be acceptable for lower volume facilities. The shoulder should 
also be continuous and without variations in width or elevation with respect 
to the mainline pavement. 
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It is recommended in NCHRP Synthesis Report No. 63, "Design and Use of 
Highway Shoulders" (2), that the shoulder cross-slope be steeper than that of 
the traffic lane in order to drain surface water more rapidly, but that the 
cross-slope should not be so steep as to be a hazard. FHWA guidelines (5.) 
recommend shoulder cross-slopes on the order of 2 to 8 percent, provided that 
the algebraic difference in cross-slope between the shouf der and mainline 
pavement does not exceed 7 percent. 

There is also some evidence (18) that delineation of the shoulder from 
the mainline pavement by striping, color change, or the use of rumble strips 
is effective in reducing wander and traffic encroachment on the shoulder. 

3.5 Maintenance 

The degree of maintenance that will be required depends largely on the 
adequacy of the structural design, type of drainage, and the similarity of 
the materials used in the mainline pavement and shoulder. Most existing 
shoulders are structurally underdesigned and exhibit severe distresses such 
as horizontal and vertical joint separation, fatigue cracking, rutting, 
potholes, and ravelling. Maintenance strategies for these shoulders varies 
with the severity of the distresses, is generally expensive and includes 
large amounts of patching and crack sealing, reconstruction, recycling, or 
resurfacing. 

The amount of maintenance required for properly designed shoulders is 
often limited to maintaining the shoulder-pavement longitudinal joint and 
providing periodic surface seals ( chip, fog, slurry, etc.). Clearly, the 
provision of a pro{>erly designed shoulder section provides a higher level of 
serviceability and 1s more cost-effective over the long run. 

It should be noted that stage design and construction of the mainline 
pavement will require similar shoulder design and construction, including 
required overlays to maintain vertical continuity with the mainline pavement 
even though no shoulder deterioration is evident. In any case, a definite 
program of shoulder maintenance should be planned and followed to assure 
cost-effective and serviceable shoulders. 

3.6 Thickness Design Concepts 

Flexible shoulder thickness design must consider two critical areas: 
1) the shoulder edge adjacent to the mamline pavement, which must withstand 
the effects of encroaching traffic, and 2) the outer edge, which must be 
designed primarily for parked vehicle loads unless the shoulder is to be used 
as a traffic lane during periods of congestion or construction. Possible 
design approaches are identical to those for flexible mainline pavement 
design which were discussed in previous modules in this block ( empirical and 
mechanistic-empirical), although different specific design procedures are 
available. 

The minimum recommended total shoulder thickness is 6 inches (152 mm) 
because various shoulder performance studies have shown this to be the 
minimum thickness for satisfactory performance. This minimum applies to both 
flexible and rigid shoulders. The inner edge thickness design should also be 
similar to that of the mainline pavement in order to avoid problems 
associated with varying support and material volume changes along the 
longitudinal pavement/shoulder joint. 
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Various agencies have suggested that the shoulders should be designed 
integrally with the mainline pavement to allow for maximum safety and 
performance, flexibility in shoulder use durin~ periods of construction or 
congestion, and the potential for future additmns of new traffic lanes. On 
low volume roads, similar advantages could result from the construction of a 
28-30 ft mainline section with granular shoulders. The mainline pavement 
could then be striped to provide standard traffic lane widths and a 
sufficiently wide paved/granular shoulder to permit safe emergency use and 
reduce premature detenoration due to encroachment. 

4.0 DESIGN PROCEDURE 

4.1 General Approach 

Figure 3-4.1 presents one approach to flexible pavement shoulder design 
which is discussed in more detail befow. 

The first step is the determination of future shoulder use. If it is 
likely that the most significant accumulation of loadings will result from 
the use of the shoulder as a traffic lane at some point in the future, the 
shoulder should be designed using the same procedure used for the mainline 
pavement, and an identical thickness design should be considered. Otherwise, 
the steps outlined below should be followed. 

The foundation soil type should be analyzed to determine its 
susceptibility to frost damage. If the average annual depth of frost 
penetration is greater than six inches (152 mm) (the minimum thickness of 
bound material above the subgrade, as suggested by the referenced performance 
studies), then the total thickness of sub base and/or base material above the 
subgrade must consider frost protection using some appropriate design 
approach, such as the Corps of Engineers' procedure (19). 

Next the environmental conditions must be evaluated using the MAD 
system (11). If the MAD Index indicates that drainage is needed, a drainage 
layer is assumed and its adequacy checked using the drainage evaluation 
criteria in the MAD system. If the assumed drainage is inadequate, a 
different design must be selected. The thickness of the drainage layer 
should then be compared with the minimum thickness required for frost 
protection. In the event that the drainage blanket is thinner than required 
for frost protection, a sub base is added ( or its thickness increased) and the 
adequacy reevaluated. The MAD system can also be used to determine the need 
for underdrains and their size and spacing, if required. 

The most difficult step in shoulder thickness design is the 
determination of material properties ( e.g., layer moduli) for use in the 
design procedures. The determination of materials properties is described in 
detail in Block 2. The effect of drainage on base/subbase/subgrade 
properties should also be investigated using models such as those developed 
m EAROMAR (.6) or the CMS system developed by Liu and Lytton (2.Q). The 
EAROMAR models require less detailed climatic input data and may be preferred 
by many highway engineers. 

The next step is to conduct the traffic analysis, including the number 
of projected 18-kip equivalent single-axle load applications and the location 
of thetr application (i.e., inner edge due to encroaching traffic or outer 
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edge due to parking traffic). The procedure described by Sawan et al. (2.) in 
"Structural Analysis and Design of PCC Shoulders" is recommended, although 
other methods for estimating traffic may be appropriate. 

With loading, materials properties and climate inputs in hand, the 
designer can conduct structural analyses using an appropriate empirical or 
mechanistic design procedure. The mner and outer shoulder edges must be 
designed separately to consider the different load types and volumes 
accommodated by each location ( encroachments and parking) which may produce 
different types of failure (fatigue cracking and rutting). Design 
corrections to reduce the possibility of these distresses are similar to 
those described in Module 3-1 for mainline pavements. The more conservative 
design is generally selected for the entire shoulder pavement structure. The 
structural thickness design should be checked against the thickness designs 
required for frost protection and drainage and modified as necessary to meet 
these criteria. 

The final step in the flexible pavement shoulder design is to select an 
appropriate shoulder width and check compliance with geometric restraints 
such as cross-slope restrictions. The design engineer has the option of 
sloping the subgrade as well as the shoulder. Current FHWA criteria suggest 
that the slope difference between the mainline pavement and the shoulder 
should not exceed 7%, with an 8% maximum slope for the shoulder. 

5.0 DESIGN EXAMPLES 

Design examples will be presented during the training course to 
illustrate the design of a flexible pavement shoulder using mechanistic and 
empirical design approaches. 

6.0 SUMMARY 

A highway shoulder is defined as that portion of the roadway contiguous 
to the travefled way which accommodates stopped vehicles, allows emergency 
use, and provides lateral support to the base and surface courses. Desirable 
shoulder design features are noted to include a well-defined width sufficient 
for designated use, flush transition from the driving lane, well-sealed 
joints, stable structure with good drainage, and efficient and economical 
construction and maintenance. These features are not all generally found in 
turf and granular shoulders. 

Several broad categories of factors influence shoulder design, 
including mainline and shoulder pavement type, traffic volume and composition 
(including encroaching, parking and future use traffic), environment 
(moisture and temperature effects on materials), safety, planned maintenance 
and stage construction strategies, and thickness design approaches. Each of 
these factors should be analyzed and considered together to establish an 
"optimum" design. 

The steps in the design procedure discussed in this module include 
determination of future shoulder use, thickness design for frost protection, 
thickness design for drainage analysis, determination of layer properties 
after drainage, traffic analysis, structural thickness design, and geometric 
design with consideration of safety factors. 
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BLOCK 4 

Rigid Pavement Design 
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BLOCK4.0 

RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN 

Modules 

4-1 BASIC PRINCIPLES OF RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN 
4-2 AASHTO METHOD FOR RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN 
4-3 OTHER DESIGN METHODS 
4-4 RIGID PAVEMENT SHOULDER DESIGN 

This block presents both the empirical and mechanistic design concepts 
and procedures and demonstrates how the inputs and other factors are 
considered. Steps for developing new design procedures are also described. 

This block of instruction shows how each design procedure was 
developed, discusses their strengths and limitations, and demonstrates the 
sensitivity of the resulting designs to variation in the input variables. 
Familiarity with the AASHTO and PCA design procedures will be accomplished 
through the use of micro-computers for "hands-on" of example problems. 

Participants will also be introduced to rigid pavement shoulder design 
considerations and concepts to complete the rigid pavement structural design 
process. 

Upon completion of this block, the participants will be able to 
complete the instructional objectives listed for each module. 
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MODULE4-1 

BASIC PRINCIPLES OF RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module presents the basic principles of rigid pavement design, 
including stress relationships, empirical design methods ( e.g., AASHTO Design 
Guide), and the mechanistic-empirical design approaches. 

Upon completion of this module, the participants will be able to 
accomplish the following: 

1. List the components of a rigid pavement system that need to be 
designed and discuss how these components interact to affect 
overall pavement performance. 

2. Describe the stresses that occur in rigid pavements and the 
critical locations of those stresses. 

3. List the major assumptions, capabilities and limitations of 
Westergaard theory. 

4. List the major distress types that must be considered in a 
comprehensive rigid pavement design procedure. 

5. Describe the general approach to empirical rigid pavement design 
as used in the AASHTO Design Guide. 

6. Describe the general approach to the mechanistic-empirical rigid 
pavement design. 

7. List the major factors that must be considered in design to 
control the major distress types for rigid pavements. 

8. Identify the advantages and disadvantages of both the empirical 
and mechanistic-empirical approach to rigid pavement design. 

2.0 OVERALL DESIGN OF RIGID PAVEMENTS 

Pavement "design" may be defined as follows: 

The determination of structural, material and drainage characteristics 
and dimensions of the pavement/subgrade structure ( including all 
components of the pavement) through direct analytical consideration of 
the traffic and climatic loads that the pavement/subgrade structure is 
expected to be subjected to over a selected design period. 

The key concept here is that true "design" includes direct analytical 
consideration of the loadings (both traffic and climate) for all components 
of the rigid pavement including the following: 
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1. Slab dimensions (thickness, width, length). 

2. Slab strength. 

3. Transverse and longitudinal joints. 

4. Base/subbase materials ( durability, erodability, permeability) and 
thickness. 

5. Subdrainage of the pavement. 

6. Shoulders. 

7. Reinforcement (if used). 

8. Subgrade treatment (if any). 

2.1 Past Rigid Pavement Design Practice 

In the past, rigid pavement "design" has normally consisted of either a 
fatigue analysis or serviceability (roughness) analysis to determine slab 
thickness required for the expected traffic level. Often this thickness was 
inadequate because the "design" of other features, such as subdrainage, was 
largely ignored, or was designed independently of the other components using 
historical standards. Very little actual design or analysis has been 
conducted for such features as joints, shoulder, erosion of base or 
reinforcement. For example, joint design has not directly included the 
consideration of level of traffic over the design period and its effect on 
joint faulting or spalling. 

Little consideration has been given to the design of the concrete 
pavement structure as an overall structural system. All of the components of 
a rigid pavement must not only be designed to be structurally adequate by 
themselves, but also to function together successfully as a structural system 
( e.g., the traffic lanes/shoulder/pavement-layers/subgrade structure). The 
failure to adequately consider each of these components and to consider their 
interaction as a structural system in the past has led to premature failures 
of many pavements. 

For example, design slab thickness has been determined independently of 
joint spacing for JPCP. It is well known that joint spacing has a great 
effect on transverse cracking of JPCP due to thermal and moisture gradients 
in the slab. Joint spacing also has a large effect on the faulting of the 
transverse joints where dowels are not used. In conjunction with this, joint 
spacing in JPCP has been selected independently of the stiffness of the 
supporting subbase. When a very stiff, f ean concrete base is used, the 
thermal curlin~ stresses increase dramatically, and if joint spacing is not 
shortened, senous transverse cracking will occur. 

Another example of a design theory which does not consider all the 
important factors is the reinforcement design of JRCP based on the "subgrade 
drag theory." This theory does not consider the number of heavy traffic 
loadings which cause repeated deflection at transverse cracks. Such 
deflection results in deterioration of the crack if adequate reinforcement is 
not provided. 
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2.2 Approaches to Rigid Pavement Thickness Design 

There are two different approaches to the thickness "design" of rigid 
pavements: the empirical (Figure 4-1.1) and the mechanistic (Figure 4-1.2, 
sometimes called mechanistic-empirical because it includes both mechanistic 
and empirical aspects) approach. Rigid pavement design procedures developed 
over many years have mostly utilized mechanistic concepts ( e.g., calculation 
of critical stress in the slab due to wheel loads along with fatigue damage 
concepts) to arrive at structural designs. However, one major exception to 
this is the AASHTO Design procedure which was developed completely from field 
data. 

3.0 STRESSES IN RIGID PAVEMENTS 

A rigid pavement is a complex layered structure with discontinuities 
Qoints) that is subjected to several "loadings" from traffic and climate. 
Stresses in rigid pavements, which result from these "loadings", are caused 
by traffic, thermal gradients, moisture gradients, drying shrinkage, thermal 
heating and cooling of the slab, and foundation movements. The following 
sections describe structural analysis concepts applied to rigid pavement 
systems. 

3.1 Westergaard Theory for Calculation of Traffic-Related Stresses 

The determination of stresses and deflections in slab-on-grade 
pavements with joints and/or cracks has been studied for many years. In the 
early 1920's, Westergaard developed closed-form analytical equations for 
stresses and deflections for jointed rigid pavements (1). In his original 
work, three cases of loading were investigated: (a) center slab, (b) edge, 
( c) comer (See Figure 4-1.3). The tire imprint is approximated by a 
circular loading. 

Assumptions and limitations of Westergaard theory, the equations, 
graphical and computer solutions of the equations, and conclusions drawn from 
Westergaard's studies will be discussed in the following sections. 

3.1.1 Assumptions and Limitations of Theory 

Westergaard regarded the slab-on-grade problem to follow the classical 
"medium thick plate" theory. The assumptions are presented below: 

1. All forces on the surface of the plate are perpendicular to the 
surface, i.e., no shear or frictional forces. 

2. The slab is of uniform cross-section, i.e., the slab has constant 
thickness. 

3. In-plane forces do not exist, i.e., no membrane forces. 

4. The x-y plane (neutral axis) is located mid-depth within the slab, 
i.e., stresses and strains are zero at mid-depth. 
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EMPIRICAL APPROACH 
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Figure 4-1.1. Illustration of the Empirical Approach to 
Rigid Pavement Design. 
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MECHANISTIC APPROACH 
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Figure 4-1.2. Illustration of the Mechanistic Approach to Pavement Design. 
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Figure 4-1.3. Loading Conditions for Westergaard Equations. 
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5. Deformation within the elements normal to the slab surfaces can be 
ignored. This is called the plane strain assumption; i.e. z = 
0. 

6. Shear deformations are small and can be ignored. However, shear 
forces cannot be ignored (2). 

7. The slab dimensions are infinite. However, empirical guidelines 
have been developed for the least slab dimension, L, required to 
achieve the infinite slab condition (2). 

8. The slab is placed on a Winkler foundation in which the subgrade 
is represented as discrete springs beneath the slab. 

The limitations and problems with the use of the theory are presented 
below: 

1. Only corner, edge, and mid-slab stresses and deformations can be 
calculated. 

2. Shear and frictional forces on the slab surface may not be 
negligible. 

3. The Winkler foundation only extends to the edge of the slab. In 
reality, more support is provided by the surrounding subbase and 
subgrade. 

4. The theory assumes that the slab is fully supported; i.e. no voids 
or discontinuities exist beneath the slab. 

5. The theory does not allow for multiple wheel loads. 

6. Load transfer between joints or cracks is not considered in the 
stress or deflection calculations. 

7. Westergaard's original equation for the edge stress is incorrect. 
The long ignored equation was given in a paper published in 
1948 (2.). Several equations ascribed to Westergaard in the 
literature are erroneous, usually through a series of 
typographical errors and/or misapplications Gi). 

3.1.2 Solution of the Westergaard Equations 

The correct versions GD of the closed-form Westergaard equations for 
maximum deflection and maximum bending stress for the three loading positions 
have been incorporated into the WESTY (12) computer program. The correct 
versions of the Westergaard equations can be found in Reference 3. 

Since the original work done by Westergaard, many investigators have 
improved on the methods used for stress computation. Influence charts were 
developed by Pickett and Ray which graphically represent the Westergaard 
equations for single or multiple wheel loads. With the advent of high-speed 
computers, programs have been developed to solve the Westergaard equations 
and the Pickett and Ray influence charts quickly and simply. 
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Figure 4-1.4 shows several program screens from the WESTY program. The 
program uses the six input variables to calculate the bending stress and 
deflection at the interior, edge, and corner loading positions for a fully 
supported slab. Use of the program will be demonstrated in the class. 

Generally speaking, the Westergaard solutions agreed fairly well with 
other researchers' findings for the interior loading condition. However, it 
failed to give even a close estimate of the response in the case of edge and 
corner loadings (J). 

3.1.3 General Findings of Westergaard Theory 

The following general conclusions are reached regarding the nature of 
traffic load-associated stresses in rigid pavements. The following 
conclusions can be verified by use of the WESTY program or the Pickett and 
Ray influence charts (for more information on the influence charts see 
Reference~): 

1. Increased slab thickness greatly reduces stress. 

2. Load distribution on dual wheels at the same tire pressure 
significantly reduces the stresses. 

3. Decreasing load radius results in higher tire pressures and 
increased pavement stresses. 

4. Weaker subgrade support results in higher slab stresses. 

5. Stress increases in slabs with higher modulus of elasticity. 

6. The free edge stress is greater than the corner stress for a fully 
supported slab. The interior stress for a fully supported slab is 
much less than either the corner or free edge stress. 

3.2 Finite Element Methods for the Calculation of Traffic Related 
Stresses 

Finite element theory has provided a very great expansion in the 
ability to analyze a rigid pavement system. The slab is divided into many 
small "elements" as shown in Figure 4-1.5. The stress state of each element 
is calculated, assuming adjacent elements are dependent on each other. 

Several finite element computer programs have been developed to analyze 
rigid pavement systems (i.e., ILLISLAB, JSLAB, WESLIQID, RISC ... ). Each of 
the programs were developed employing similar concepts, however, each has 
different capabilities. For example, JSLAB models thermal curling on a 
linearly supported slab (subgrade ). ILLISLAB has the capability of modelling 
several subgrade "types" (i.e., Winkler, elastic solid, resilient, and 
Vlasov). 

Although they are powerful tools, finite element programs should be 
utilized with extreme caution. They require development of a finite element 
"mesh" for each loading condition and slab configuration. If the mesh is 
inadequate, erroneous results may be produced. A knowledge of finite element 
concepts is recommended before using finite element programs. 
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Applied 

Applied load on wheel (lbs) 
Radius of circular load (in) 

Poisson's Ratio 
Slab Thickness (in) 

Elastic Modulus of Concrete (PS!) 
~odulus of Subgrade Reaction (PCI) 

Slab Center Bending Stress (psi) 

Slab Center Deflection (in) 

Slab Edge Bending Stress (ps_i) 

Slab Edge Deflection (in) 

Slab Corner Bending Stress (psi) 
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Slab Ed.ge Bending Stress (psi) = 

Slab Edge Deflect.ion ( in) = 
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Slab Edge Deflection (in) = 
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Slab Corner Deflection ( in) = 

Applied load on wheel (lbs) 
Radius of circular load ( in) 
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Slab Thickness (in) 

Elastic .'lodulus of Concrete (PSI) 
~!odulus of Subgrade Reaction (PCI) 

= 
= 
= 
= 
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Slab Center Deflection (in) 

Slab Edge Bending Stress (psi) 
Slab Edge Defleccion (in) 
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= 
= 

Figure 4-1.4. Program Screen from WESTY (11_). 
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3.3 Critical Stress Location 

The maximum stress in a concrete slab occurs directly beneath the load 
for interior and edge conditions. However, the resulting stress may or may 
not be the highest critical stress because the critical stress is a function 
ofload locatmn. 

According to Westergaard's theory (assuming full support) and verified 
through the use of finite element methods, the highest criticaf stress occurs 
at the free edge. For example, a load is placed at the free edge of a slab. 
If the load is moved away from the free edge, the resultant stress will 
always be lower than if the load were positioned at the free edge. For fully 
supported slabs, the location of maximum or critical stress is at the free 
edge. The critical stress is a tensile located at the bottom of the slab. 
The free edge stress can be reduced by providing support for the slab edge 
through use of tied concrete shoulders or by widening the traffic load 
causing a heavily interior stress. 

For slabs only partially supported at the corner, the location of 
critical stress is at the corner of the slab. It is a tensile stress located 
at the top of the concrete slab some distance from the corner. 

The interior loading position results in substantially lower stresses 
for both fully and partially supported slabs. 

3.4 Non-Traffic Load Stresses in Rigid Pavements 

3.4.1 Drying Shrinkage Stresses 

PCC contains considerably more water at placement than is needed to 
hydrate the cement. Within a few hours, the exposed PCC slab loses 
considerable water which results in shrinkage. Water content, type and 
gradation of aggregate, chemical admixtures, wind, moisture an-cf temperature 
conditions have all been found to affect drying shrinkage. The shrinkage of 
the PCC slab is resisted by friction at the slab/subbase interface and thus 
tensile stresses develop in the slab. Also, the temperature of the PCC drops 
during the first night due to a reduction in hydration rate and lower 
nighttime temperature, resulting in additional tensile stress. Transverse 
cracks occur generally within the first day after placement ranging from 40 
to 250 ft. in slabs that are placed without any jomts. However, when joints 
are placed in the PCC, the tensile stresses due to drying shrinkage becomes 
smaller as joint spacing decreases. For relatively short joint spacings 
(i.e.~ 20 ft.) and under normal curling conditions tensile stresses caused 
by drying shrinkage are mostly relieved through joint opening, and therefore 
have only minor effect, if any, on transverse cracking (5.). 

CRCP, on the other hand, develops large stresses from drying shrinkage 
( and temperature shrinkage) that results in extensive cracking until an 
equilibrium is reached. 

3.4.2 Concrete Temperature Shrinkage 

Rigid slabs subjected to daily and seasonal uniform temperature changes 
expand and contract causing tensile stresses in the concrete. An 
unrestrained friction-free slab subjected to a uniform temperature change 
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undergoes expansion and contraction without any stresses being developed in 
the concrete. However, under normal field conditions, friction forces exist 
between the concrete and support layer. These forces depend on the slab 
weight, the coefficient of frict10n, and the shearing resistance developed in 
the support layer. 

The tensile stresses developed in the concrete for equilibrium 
conditions must be equal to the frictional forces developed from the center 
of the slab to its free end. The maximum value of these stresses can be 
roughly estimated using the "subgrade drag theory" where the slab is pulled 
over the foundation and the stress required is computed. Frictional 
resistance tests have been conducted by several researchers (5.) which show 
that the coefficient of frictional resistance is not a constant, but 
increases with increasing displacement of slab, until a maximum is reached 
where the slab slides freely. Sliding friction values ranging from less than 
1.0 to over 2.0 have been obtained depending on foundation conditions. 
Stresses computed using conventional subgrade drag theory are given in Table 
4-1.1 for a range of conditions using equation 4-1.1 (5.)-

Where: 
S = (Lf t:f288) 

S = tensile stress in PCC, psi 
f = coefficient of frictional resistance 
L = slab length, ft. 

Ye = unit weight of PCC, pcf 

EXAMPLE: 

Calculate the tensile stress for a 12-foot slab given Ye = 
150 pci and f = 1.35. 

ANSWER: 

S = 8.4 psi 

The tensile stress increases linearly with joint spacing which 
contributes to the increase in cracking with increased joint spacing. These 
stresses are very small for short joint spacings (i.e. <20 ft.), but are of 
significant magnitude for longer joint spacings. They are believed to be 
negligible for relatively short slabs, and only of minor significance for 
slabs up to 30 feet in length. 

3.4.3 Slab Thermal Gradients 

A difference in temperature between the top and bottom of slabs 
(thermal gradient, G) has been shown both experimentally and analytically to 
cause significant stress in slabs. Under a positive nighttime thermal 
gradient, i.e., when the top of the slab is cooler than the bottom, the 
pavement corners tend to curl upward and are resisted by the weight of the 
slab and joints in keeping the slab in its original position. Under a 
negative daytime thermal gradient, the pavement corners tend to curl 
downward, theoretically leaving the center of the slab unsupported. A 
weightless and unrestrained slab would curl upward or downward without any 
stresses being developed. 
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Westergaard has developed equations for curling stresses due to 
differential temperatures and for slabs of infinite width and le~gth as well 
as finite width and length dimensions. The Westergaard equations were 
simplified as follows: 

Edge Stress 

O'e = (1/2) CE01T.:1T 

Interior Stress 

( 4-1.2) 

i =(1/2)(:B°rl')*(Cl + C2)/(1 +,J,) ( 4-1.3) 

Where: 
C, Cl, C2 = 

EXAMPLE: 

Coefficients for edge stress, interior stress for the 
direction used in the analysis, and the stress 
coefficient for perpendicular direction, respectively. 
Cl and C2 depend on the length and width of the slab and 
radius of relative stiffness ( see Figure 4- l.6 (4)). 

Differential temperature between top and bottom of slab. 
Modulus of elasticity. 
Coefficient of temperature expansion. 
Poisson's ratio. 

Calculate the edge curling stress §:iven the following inputs: 
Lv = 40 ft.(/-v = 12 ft., k = 100 pci, T = 3°F/in., 
t= 4 x 10 psi, h = 10 in. 

ANSWER: 

O'e = 315 psi 

The differential temperature for a pavement slab ranges from 0.5 to 2 
degrees Flinch of thickness; however, the temperature gradient is dependent 
on the season of the year. Tests have shown that maximum positive 
temperature differentials occur during the day in the spring and summer 
months. During the spring the subgrade is cool, and the slab which is 
exposed to the sun warms faster than the subgrade. During the summer months 
the slab cools during the nighttime, and its top becomes very warm during the 
daytime. For example, maximum temperature differentials for slabs 6 and 9 
inches thick approach 2 1/2 to 3 degrees per inch of slab. 

There is evidence from finite element results that equations 4-1.2 and 
4- l.3 overestimate the curlin~ stress considerably, especially for stiffer 
subgrade support (5,). Equatmns derived from finite element theory are given 
in Reference 5. Table 4-1.1 shows some comparative curling stresses for each 
method. 

Curling stresses are of such a significant magnitude that they are 
believed to definitely contribute to slab cracking. Figure 4-1. 7 shows some 
results from two test roads. The shapes of the curves are similar to the 
slope of Figure 4-1.6. 
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Table 4-1.1. Computed Tensile Stress in PCC Slabs Due to Temperature 
Reduction and Subbase Frictional Resistance (2).* 

Coefficient of Frictional Resistance 

Joint 
Spacing (ft) 1.0 

10 

15 

20 

30 

so 

100 

5 psi** 

8 

10 

16 

26 

52 

*PCC unit wt.= 150 pcf 

**Computed from Equation 4-1.1 

1.5 2.0 

8 10 

12 16 

16 21 

23 31 

39 52 

78 104 
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3.4.4 Moisture Stresses 

Research has shown that slab warping is caused by moisture differences 
between the top and bottom of the slab. The stresses caused by moisture 
gradients through the slab are referred to as warping stresses. The weight 
of the slab, resistance from the subgrade, and any resistance at the slab 
edges apply restraint to warping of the slab, and thus stresses occur at the 
top and bottom of the slab. 

Several studies were conducted on the effect of moisture gradients by 
the Bureau of Public Roads (BPR) in the 1930's. The results showed that the 
warping of a pavement slab from moisture gradients is mostly a seasonal 
change occurring over a considerable time interval. For example, during the 
winter months in Phoenix, Arizona, when the relative humidity is very low, 
the PCC slabs are noticeably warped upward due to the severe drying of their 
surface. The warp is less severe during other seasons. 

The BPR tests also showed that as the seasonal warping occurs, the slab 
settles somewhat into the subgrade, thus reducing the restraint due to slab 
weight. Any creep of the concrete would also tend to reduce the stress from 
moisture warping (.5.). 

Because of the many difficulties involved (i.e. inability to measure 
moisture contents in slabs) settlement, creep, etc.) attempts have not yet 
been successful to compute or measure strains due to moisture gradients, and 
their relative magnitudes are unknown. However, the following conclusions 
appear justified based upon the available information: 

1. The top of the slab is usually dryer than the bottom through most 
of the year, causing some compressive stresses at the bottom of 
the slab. 

2. These stresses are greater during the warm weather portion of the 
year because of a dryer slab surface. 

3. Moisture warping stresses at the slab bottom are generally of 
opposite sign of the critical stresses, and hence tend to reduce 
the combined stress occurring at the slab edge or interior. 

4. There is not enough information presently available to consider 
moisture gradient warping stress in design; however, as joint 
spacing increases, the warping stress will also increase similar 
to thermal curling stress. 

3.5 Combined Stresses 

The combined stress state in a rigid pavement is determined by 
superimposing the environmentally related stresses, such as curling and 
warping stresses, on the load associated stresses. The critical condition 
results when curling and loading stresses are additive, i.e.: 

1. The slab corners are curled upward, and the load is placed at the 
corner. 
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2. The slab is curled downward and the load is placed at an edge or 
interior location. 

Thermally induced stresses are dependent on the dimensions of the 
slab. To minimize the effect of these stresses, the use of short slabs is 
recommended. The combination of load and curling stresses cannot be 
accomplished with the Westergaard equations. They are not directly 
additive. Figure 4-1.8 shows the dramatic effect that slab length has on 
edge stress due to curling and load. The stress increases rapidly until a 
slab length of 25 feet and then levels off. The combination of load and 
thermal curling can produce very high stress states in the slab supported on 
bases of moderate to stiff support. 

The ZMAN (13) computer program incorporates regression equations 
developed under the FHWA research contract entitled "Design of 
Zero-Maintenance for Plain Jointed Concrete Pavement" (5.). The equations are 
based on a series of finite element computer program executions. A finite 
element program was executed to establish a large database. The regression 
equations were derived from this database. Reference 5 details the equation 
development as well as providing the actual regression equations. The 
program can be used to calculate stress for single or tandum axles. 

Figure 4-1.9 shows the program screen for the ZMAN computer program. 
The program uses seven input variables to calculate the combination stress 
(loading stress + curling stress) for the edge loading position. 

3.6 Stresses in Dowel Bars 

Dowel bar stresses have a great effect on the resulting faulting of the 
joint (.6.). This is a greatly overlooked aspect of rigid pavement design. It 
it important for the design engineer to understand the causes and relative 
magnitudes of bearing stresses. 

When loads are applied at a joint, a portion of that load is 
transferred through the dowel bar to the next slab. The dowel bar 
immediately under the load assumes the major portion of the load with the 
other dowels assuming progressively lesser amounts. The action of a group of 
dowels was analyzed by Frieberg (4). Frieberg concluded that the maximum 
negative moment occurs at an effective length of 1.8*1 from the load. 
However, further research concludes that an effective length of 1.0*1 form 
the load is more accurate (15). Thus, if a series of dowel bars are 
designed, the dowel bar immediately under the applied load carries full 
capacity, decreasing at a distance of 1.8*1 (1 is the radius of relative 
stiffness of the pavement system which is defined in Figure 4-1.10) from this 
dowel (:!:) as shown in Figure 4-1.10. 

A graph of concrete bearing stress versus dowel diameter for various 
dowel spacings in Figure 4-1.11. This figure shows the dowel diameter has an 
enormous effect on bearing stress. The dowel spacing has a smaller effect on 
bearing stress with larger diameter dowel bars. 

Allowable bearing stress depends upon the amount of faulting allowed. 
The following equation was developed from the extended AASHO Road test 
sections for dowelled and non-dowelled pavements. Figure 4-1.12 is a 
graphical representation of these equations. 
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Z M A X 

Version 1,0 

Developed by ERES Consultants, Inc. 

Zero-Maintenance Edge Curling Equations 

Axle (S)ingle or (T)andem 
Axle Load 

Slab Thickness (in) 
Thermal Gradient (f/in) 
Subgrade Modulus (poi) 

Slab Length (ft) 
Erodability (in) 

s 
18000 
10 
-1.5 
200 
12 
36 

Calculated Load Stress (psi): 250.8 
Calculated Curl Stress (psi): -69.4 

Combined Edge Stress (psi): 18°.8 

Axle (S)ing:e or (T)andem 
Axle Load 

Slab Thickness (in) 
Thermal Gradient (f/in) 
Subgrade McdUlus (pci) 

Slab Length (ft) 
Erodaoility (in) 

s 
18000 
10 
3 
200 
12 
36 

Calculated Lead Stress (psi): 250.9 
Calculated Curl Stress (psi): 138.7 

Combine-ct Ejge 3tress {psi): 429.l 

~ero-Ma1~canance Edge Curling Equattons 

Axle (S)ingle or {T)andem 
Axle Load 

Slab Thickness (in) 
Thermal Gradient (f/in) 

Subgrade Modulus (pci) 
Sl3b Length (ft) 
Erocability (in) 

t 
36000 
10 
-1.5 
200 
12 
36 

Calcula:ed Load Stress (psi): 215.7 
Calculated Curl Stress (psi): -69.4 

Combined Edge Stress (ps1): 154.7 

Copyright (C) 1987 
All Rights Reserved 

Written by Michael T. Darter 

Press Any Key to continue 

Zero-Main:enance Edge Curling Equations 

Axle (S)ingle or (T)andem 
Axle Load 

Slab Thickness (in) 
Thermal Gradien_t (f/in) 
Subgrade Modulus (pci) 

Slab Length (ft) 
Erodability (in) 

s 
18000 
10 
-LS 
200 
12 
0 

Calculated Load Stress (psi): 222.7 
Calculated Curl Stress (psi): -67.3 

Combined Edge Stress (psi): 156.8 

Zero-Maintenance Edge Curling Equa.ions 

Axle (S)ingle or (T)andem 
Axle Load 

Slab Thickness (in) 
Thermal Gradient (f/in) 
Subgrade Modulus (pci) 

Slab Length (ft) 
Erodability (in) 

s 
18000 
10 
-LS 
400 
12 
36 

Calculated Load Stress (psi): 229.8 
Calculated Curl Stress (psi): -66.5 

Combined Edge Stress (psi): 170.5 

lero-M3lntenance Edge Curling Equ3tions 

Axle (S)ingle or (T)andem 
Axle Load 

Slab Thickness (in) 
Thermal GradienG (f/1n) 
Subgrade Modulus (pci) 

Slab Lengcn (ft) 
Erodab1lity (in) 

s 
18000 
10 
-1.5 
200 
15 
36 

Calculated Load Stress (ps ): 250.S 
Calculated Curl Stress (ps ): -104.5 

Comcined Edge Stress (ps ): 159.3 

Figure 4-1.9. ZMAN Program Screens. 
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UNDO WELLED 

FAULT= ESAL0·2692 ~j)d<15;t- 0.00779 BSTRESS0.4527 
+ 2.766 JSPACE · 670] 

DOWELLED 

FAULT= ESAL 0.5398 [2.128-t. O 00296 BSTREss0.4584 
+ 0.000493 JSP ACED:-9YY3 - 2.066 KV ALUE0.0136] 

Where: 
FAULT = Average faulting (inches) 
ESAL = Commulative 18-kip equivalent single axle loads 

over design life (millions) 
BSTRESS = Maximum concrete bearing stress (psi) 
JSP ACE = Transverse joint spacing (ft) 
KV ALUE = Effective modulus of subgrade reaction (psi/in) 

3. 7 Sensitivity Analysis 

A finite element program was used to perform the sensitivity analysis 
(~)- The traffic loading includes an 18-kip single axle and a 36-kip tandem 
axle located at the edge of the slab at midpoint between transverse joints. 
The critical stress for this load position is at the bottom of the slab edge, 
parallel to the edge beneath the wheel load. This stress is used in all of 
the subsequent analyses and is referred to as edge stress. The stress is 
caused by traffic load (referred to as load stress), thermal gradient through 
the slab (referred to as curl stress), or a combination of load and thermal 
gradient (referred to as load and curl stress). Stresses were computed for a 
complete factorial of six factors(~), including: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Slab thickness (H): 8, 10, and 14 ins. 

Modulus of foundation support (k): 50, 200, and 500 pci 

Thermal gradient (G): -1.5 (ni8httime where bottom warmer than 
top of slab), 0, +3.0 (daytime), F/in. 

Slab length (L): 15, 20, 25, and 30 ft. (width was constant at 12 
ft.) 

Erodability of support (ES): 0, 12, 36, and 60 ins. (longitudinal 
strip of width ES along outer slab edge). 

Some of these results are illustrated considering a selected "standard 
pavement" (see Figure 4-1.13) and then varying each factor over a typical 
range and plotting the change in edge stress that results. The standard 
pavement 1s selected as follows: 

1. Slab Thickness (H) = 10 ins. 

2. Modulus of Foundation Support (k) = 200 pci. 

3. Slab Length (L) = 15 ft. 

462 



STANDARD PAVEMENT SECTION: 

SLAB THICKNESS (H) = 10 INS. 

MODULUS OF FOUNDATION SUPPORT (k) = 200 PCI 

SLAB LENGTH (L) = 15 FT. 

SLAB WIDTH = 12 FT. 

THERMAL GRADIENT THROUGH SLAB (G) = 0° F/IN. 

(..:1,5 INDICATES NIGHTTIME WHERE BOTTOM IS WARMER THAN TOP OF 

SLAB; + 3.0 INDICATES DAYTIME WHERE TOP IS WARMER THAN BOTTOM 

OF SLAB) 

PCC MODULUS OF ELASTICITY = 5 x 106 PSI 

PCC THERMAL COEFFICIENT OF EXPANSION = 5 x 10- 6/°F 

ERODABILITY OF SUPPORT ALONG EDGE OF SLAB (ES) = 0 IN. 

12 FT. TANDEM 
AXLE 

L 

SINGLE 
AXLE 

l -•~~-----'--,ri-,( t )t 

CRITICAL 
TENSILE 
STRESS 

t--
1 

Figure 4-1.13. Standard Pavement for Sensitivity 
Analysis. 
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4. Slab Width = 12 ft. 

5. Thernal Gradient through Slab (G) = o°F/in. 

6. PCC Modulus of Elasticity = 5 X 106 psi. 

7. PCC Thermal Coefficient of Expansion = 5 x 10-61°F. 

8. Erodability of Support (ES) = 0 in. 

Data are. plotted showing the change in edge stress due to changes in H, 
k, E, G, and L, and their interactions. Results for edge stress caused by 
the combination of traffic load and thermal gradients are given in Figures 
4-1.13 through 4-1.18. Results showing the effect of an edge stress at the 
slab bottom for only thermal gradients are shown in Figures 4-1.19 through 
4-1.22. A comparison of stresses caused by 18-kip single axle and 36-kip 
tandem axles is shown in Figure 4-1.23. These graphs should be carefully 
studied because they have many important design implications. A brief 
summary of the most significant results as illustrated in Figures 4-1.14 
through 4-1.23 is as follows: 

1. As joint spacing (L) increases from 15 to 30 ft., the edge stress 
caused by thermal gradients change greatly. Stress increases for 
daytime gradients (i.e. top of slab warmer than bottom) and 
decreases for nighttime gradients (i.e. bottom warmer than top) as 
joint spacing increases (Figure 4-1.8 shows combined load and curl 
edge stress, Figure 4-1.19 shows curl stress only). Joint spacing 
does not have significant effect when only traffic load is 
applied. 

2. As slab thickness increases, edge stress caused by either traffic 
load, thermal gradient, or load and gradient combined, decreases 
significantly for slabs of about 20 ft. or less (Figure 4-1.8, 
4-1.20 (b) ). The combined stress generally increases as slab 
thickness increases for slabs with length greater than about 20 
ft. Slab thickness also interacts with other parameters such as 
the k-value and erodability. The effect of change in stress for 
thick slabs for changes in k-value or erodability of support is 
less than it is for thin slabs (Figures 4-1.15 (a) and 4-1.15 
(b)). 

3. As erodability of support increases, combined load and curl edge 
stress increase with one exception (Figures 4-1.16 and 4-1.21). 
When a daytime gradient exists, there is a slight decrease in 
combined edge stress because of reduced restraint of the slab. 

4. As the subgrade modulus of support increases, combined load and 
curl stresses decrease with one important exceP,tion (Figure 
4-1.17). With a daytime thermal gradient (+3.0 °F/in.), the 
stress generally increases as the k-value increases (Figure 4-1.17 
( c) ). This has implications in the use of very stiff bases for 
slabs. 
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5. As the thermal gradient through the slab increases from a negative 
(nighttime) to positive (daytime) edgt: stress caused f~o~ ~oth the 
combined load and curl and curl only mcreases very s1gmficantly 
(Figures 4-1.18 through 4-1.22). When the gradient is positive 
(daytime) the edge stress at the slab bottom caused by only 
thermal gradient is tensile, but if the gradient is negative 
(nighttime) the edge stress is compressive. 

6. Edge stress resulting from an 18-kip single axle load is 
approximatelx 15 percent greater than edge stress from a 36-kip 
tandem axle (Figure 4-1.23). 

4.0 EMPIRICAL THICKNESS DESIGN CONCEPTS FOR RIGID PAVEMENTS 

The empirical approach to rigid pavement thickness design is based on 
experience or measurements of field performance alone, normally without 
consideration of structural theory. 

4.1 AASHTO Empirical Design Procedure For Slab Thickness 

The only major rigid pavement design procedure which utilizes a totally 
empirical approach is the AASHTO Design Guide (1). The structural slab 
thickness design equation is based upon field performance data from the AASHO 
Road Test conducted from 1958 to 1960 in northern Illinois. The details of 
this procedure are described in Module 4-2. The basic concept of the 
empirical development of the slab thickness determination is as follows: 

where: 

1. Over 200 test sections of JPCP and JRCP were specially constructed 
having a range of slab and subbase thicknesses over a single 
sub~rade soil and in a single climate. The sections were 
subjected to single or tandem axle loads (1.1 million) over a two 
year period. 

2. The pavements were monitored for roughness and distress over the 
two years. Roughness and distress were used to compute the 
present serviceability index (PSI) of each section. Thus, the 
present serviceability index of each pavement test section was 
known over time and traffic loadings. 

3. The performance data were used to develop an empirical model 
\ ( equation) using regression techniques. Serviceability loss was 

related to slab and subbase thickness and traffic axle type and 
number of loadings. The basic empirical equation is shown below: 

log10(W) = log10(r) + G/B (4-1.5) 

W = axle load applications, for load magnitude Ll and axle type 
L2, to a serviceability index of P2 

log10r = 5.85 + 7.35 log (D + 1)5+24.62 log(!g146 L2) +3\ 18 log(L2) 
B = 1.0 + 3.63(Li + L2) · /((D + 1) · * L2 · ) 
G = log ((Pl - P2)/(Pl - 1.5)) 
D = PCC slab thickness, inches 
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Where: 

Ll = load on a single or a tandem axle, kips 
L2 = axle code, 1 for single axles and 2 for tandem axles 
Pl = initial serviceability index 
P2 = terminal serviceability index 

This model is limited because it is applicable only to the 
northern Illinois climate and the specific subgrade and materials 
used for the pavement/subgrade structure. It also is based only 
on two years of aging which would not normally cause such problems 
as concrete durability deterioration, incompressible buildup on 
joints, and corrosion of reinforcement and dowels. 

4. The basic performance equation was modified by the inclusion of a 
corner stress equation that incorporates slab thickness, k-value, 
load transfer coefficient and Poisson's ratio in an attempt to 
make the model more useful (1960). This equation was further 
extended (1985) to include empirical factors for loss of support, 
drainage and reliability. The current design equation (Equation 
4-2.6) is shown below: · 

W1g= 
(-ZR S 0 ) = Predicted number 

Wrn/FR =Wrn/10 

FR= 
ZR= 

s = 
i9= 
Pi= 
Pt= 
S' = 
f= 

of 18-kip single axle load applications 
Reliability design factor 
Standard normal deviate corresponding to selected level of 
reliability 

Overall standard deviation for rigid pavement 
Thickness of pavement slab, inches 
Initial serviceability index 
Terminal serviceability index 
Modulus of rupture for PCC on specific project 
Load transfer coefficient used to adjust for load transfer 
characteristics of specific design 

Drainage coefficient 
Modulus of Elasticity for PCC, psi 
Modulus of subgrade reaction, pci 

5. This empirical design equation (without the drainage, loss of 
support and reliability factors) was utilized to develop a design 
nomograph that has been used for over 20 years for design of 
jointed rigid pavements. 

6. The design of other components are based largely on the AASHO Road 
Test pavement design and experience from past performance of other 
jointed pavements. There does exist a semi-mechanistic design 
approach for determining reinforcement for JRCP (using the 
subgrade drag theory). 
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4.2 Empirical Models to Predict Deterioration of 
Concrete Pavements 

Several predictive models have been developed for rigid pavement 
serviceability and distresses. Each of these models were developed using a 
specific pavement database and multiple regression techniques. Each of the 
models have significant deficiencies because they are based upon a limited 
database and, thus, must be used within the limits of the data from which 
they were derived. 

4.2.1 Jointed Concrete Pavements 

Table 4-1.2 shows empirical equations developed by several different 
researchers for distresses developing m jointed concrete pavements. 
Information on the development of the predictive equations as well as 
additional equations for other distress types may be found in the referenced 
report for each equation. 

The PREDICT program (14) incorporates the empirical equations developed 
under NCHRP Project 1-19. Under the project, concrete pavements from six 
states were surveyed, a comprehensive database was developed, and predictive 
equations were developed for JPCP and JRCP for the following distress types: 

1. Slab cracking. 

2. Transverse joint faulting. 

3. Joint deterioration. 

4. Pumping. 

5. PSR. 

The input screens for the PREDICT program are shown in Figure 4-1.24. 
The important variables for JPCP are shown. The program outputs can be 
displayed in graphical form or tabular form. Figures 4-1.25 and 4-1.26 show 
the outputs for the JPCP case. Use of the program will be demonstrated in 
the class. 

The findings of the NCHRP 1-19 project with res_eect to development of 
distress are summarized briefly below. These can be venfied through use of 
the PREDICT program. 

Slab Cracking. Slab cracking is a fatigue damage phenomenon which 
takes a considerable time to develop. Although shrinkage cracks 
usually occur within a few years after placement in JRCP, the 
deterioration of cracks requires time to develop. Small cracks begin 
at the bottom of the JRCP or JPCP slab. Once these "mirco-cracks" 
develop, cracking accelerates rapidly. The rate of crack development 
will eventually slow as the slab becomes cracked in several pieces. 
Most pavements are rehabilitated well before that point is reached. 

Transverse Joint Deterioration. Joint deterioration is a more common 
problem in JRCP than in JPCP due to the longer joint spacings. The 
distress progresses similarly in both types of pavements. It is 
believed that joint deterioration is caused by many cycles of opening 
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Table 4-1.2 Sample Empirical Design Equations 

=----------==========================--=======---==--================== 
SLAB CRACKING FOR JRCP 

Equation Developed from AASHO Road Test(~) 

Single axle 
log W = 4.95 + 0.S*log(C) - 2.30*log(Ll) + 3.57*log(D) 

Tandem axle 

Where: 
log W = 6.37 + 0.5*log(C) - 3.13*log(Ll) + 3.96*log(D) 

W cummulated number of axle loads of magnitude Ll 
C cracking index, ft./1000 sq.ft. (essentially working, spalled 
cracks) 
D = PCC slab thickness, ins. 

JOINT DETERIORATION FOR JPCP 
Developed Under NCHRP Project 1-19 (Q) 

DETJT = AGE1 · 695*~0.9754*DCRACK) + AGE2 · 841*(0.01247*UNITUBE) 
+ AGE3 .o3 *(0.001346*INCOMP) 

Where: 
DETJT 

AGE 

UNITUBE 

INCOMP 

Number 
only) 
Time 
joint 
0, If 
1, If 
0, If 
1, If 

or deteriorated joints/mile (medium and high severity 

since construction, years (represents annual cycle of 
opening and closing) 
no Unitube joint inserts exist 
Unitube joint inserts exist 
no incompressibles are present in the joint 
incompressibles are present in the joint 

=========================================-==============--==== 

Fave. 

Where: 

TRANSVERSE JOINT FAULTING FOR JPCP 
Developed by Packard(~) 

Fave. Average joint faulting, 32nds of 
Number of tractor-semi-trailer 
one-direction (average number 

an inch 
and combination 

per day during 
trucks in 

A years of 
T 

service) 
A Age of the pavement, years 
D Pavement thickness, inches 
S Type of subgrade with respect to drainage (1 for good, 2 for 

poor) 
J Joint spacing, feet 

b6 0.241 for granular subbase 
0.037 for stabilized subbase 

====================================-====================-=-------
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Screen 11 

P R E D I C T 

Version 1,1 

Screen U2 

Prediction of Jointed 
Concrete Pavement Deterioration 

Developed by Michael I. Darter 
Copyright (CJ 1986 

Your Selection: 

All Rights Reserved 
(P)redict Performance of Specified Pavement. 

~ritten by Michael T. Darter 

(C)alibrate :1odels and Predict Performance 
of Specified Pavement. 

(I)nformation about Program. 

Press Any Key to continue (Q)uit and return to DOS. 

Screen 84 

Slab and Shoulder Design Inputs 

Screen B 

Type of Pavement to Analyze 

Slab Thickness, Ins. 10 __ 
Transverse Joint Spacing, Ft. 12 

Diameter Of Dowel Bars, Ins. (0 if no dowels) O __ 
:1odulus Of Rupture (3rd Pt. 23-Dayl 600 

Unitube Insert~ Csed (Y/Sl N 
Tied Concrete Shoulders (Y/N) N 

(Pl lain or (R)einforced 

Screen as 

Foundation and Drainage Inputs 

Ty-pe Of Base Course (G)ranular, (S)tabilized G 
Subgrade Soil Type (F)ine grained, (C)oarse grained F 

Modulus Of Subgrade Reaction(k-value top of base, psi/in.) 200 

Age and Traffic Loading Inputs 

?ress Ctrl D when done 

Screen '16 

Reference ;'>i'umOer 

l 

2 
3 
4 
5 

Age (Years) 
5 
10 
15 
20 

ESAL l:1illionsl 
3 
3 
12_ 
20 

Potential Pavement Condition Inputs 

'D' Cracking AIJregate In Slab (Y/NI N 
:ncompr~ss~bles In Trans~erse Jojnt3 (Y/N) Y 

Climati.i;, Inpucs 

Mean Annual Precipitation, Cms 85 
Corps Of Engineers Freezing Index, Degree Days 1000 

:-1.ean Annual Temperature,- Degrees C 11 
Temp. Range (Differance Between Avg, :1ax. Temp. 
in July and Av~. Min. Temp. in January], Degrees C 28 

Figure 4-1. 24. Input Screens from PREDICT Program (14). 
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Data: 08-13-1987 

J O I N T E D P L A I N C O N C R E T E P A V E M E N T 

Slab Thickness, Ins, 
Transverse Joint Spacing, Ft, 

Diameter Of Dowel Bars, Ins, 
Modulus Of Rupture (28-Day), psi 

Unitube Inserts Used (Y/N) 
Tied Concrete Shoulders (Y/N) 

Type of Base Course 
Subgrade Soil Type 

Modulus of Subgrade Reaction, poi 
'D' Cracking Aggregate in Slab 

Incompressibles in Transverse Joints 
Mean Annual Precipitation, Cms 

Corps of Engineers Freezing Index, Degree Days 
Mean Annual Temperature, Degrees C 

Temperature Range, Degrees C 

Age (Years) Single Lane ESAL 
5 3 
10 8 
15 12 
20 20 

p R E D I C T E D R E s u 

AGE ESAL PUMP FAULT CRACK 
o.oo 0.00 o.o 0.00 0 
5.00 3.00 2.0 0.14 71 

10.00 8.00 3.0 0. 16 285 
15.00 12.00 3.0 0. 1 7 639 
20.00 20.00 3.0 0,19 1984 

Years Millions 0 = Low Ins, Ft./Mile 
3 = High 

10 
12 
None 
600 
No 
No 
Granular 
Fine Grained 
200 
No 
Yes 
85 
1000 
11 
28 

(Millions) 

L T s 

JTDET, 
0 
0 
1 
5 

12 
No./Mile 0 

PSR 
4.5 
3,7 
3,5 
3.2 
2.7 
to 

Figure 4-1.25. Tabular Output from PREDICT Program (14). 
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and closing of the joint which is infiltrated with incompressibles. 
Freezing and thawing, "D" cracking, and deicing salt (which corrode 
dowel bars) also contribute greatly to the phenomenon. Aging is 
required for progression of the distress. Joint deterioration starts 
out slowly then progresses rapidly as more and more of the working 
joints begin to lock-up. 

Transverse Joint Faulting. Faulting begins rapidly and then levels 
off. The specific reasons for the rapid, early occurrence of faulting 
are not known, but are most likely related to the almost immediate 
tendency of a pavement to pump soon after opening to traffic. The 
presence of dowel bars reduced the amount of faulting. However, an 
mitial looseness in the dowels from the grease coating may contribute 
to early faulting. 

Pumping. Pumping begins early in the life of the pavement and 
continues almost constantly throughout the life of the pavement. 
Several factors influence pumping, including, slab thickness, annual 
precipitation, drainability of soil, and the presence of subdrains. 

Present Serviceability Index/Rating. The present serviceability 
rating drops off rapidly during the early life of the pavement. This 
could be due to the rapid increase in faulting which causes roughness. 
Overall pavement serviceability is affected by many of the factors that 
influence the distresses presented above because it is closely related 
to the major distress types. 

4.2.2 Empirical Model for Punchouts in Continuously Reinforced 
Pavements 

The punchout is the critical structural failure mode of CRCP. One 
predictive empirical model for punchouts has been developed using field data 
from CRCP in Illinois (10). The dependent variable, failures/mile, include 
punchouts, permanent repairs and high severity transverse crack steel 
ruptures. 

FAIL= 0.0001673*ESALL9838*THICK(-4.2?72)*ASTEEL(-S.O) (4-1.7) 
+ 0.4127*ESAf7·95S3*(0.01584*BAM + l.9080*CAM- 0.02005*BAR) 

Where: 
FAIL = Total number of punchouts plus steel ruptures plus number of 

patches per lane mile 
ESAL = Accumulated 18-kip equivalent single-axle loads in the outer 

lane, millions 
THICK = Slab thickness, inches 
ASTEEL = Area of reinforcement, square inches per inch width of slab 

BAM & CAM = Both zero (0), if subbase material is granular 
1 & 0, if subbase material is BAM 
0 & 1, if subbase material is CAM 

BAR = 0, if deformed welded steel fabric is used 
1, if deformed rebars are used 

A sensitivity of some main factors and t~e functi?nal_form of the . 
typical development of punchouts for a CRCP 1s shown m figure 4- l.~7. ~1s 
is a fatigue phenomenon and reqmres many repeated loadmgs before 1t rapidly 
increases. 
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4.2.3 Limitations of Empirical Models 

Empirical Models have several serious limitations as stated below: 

1. The model reflects the database completely. 

2. Databases may be inadequate for future design needs. 

3. Models cannot be applied to design situations which were not 
included in the database. For example, widened lanes, permeable 
basis, and tied shoulders must be included in the developmental 
database in order to examine the effects of these features. 

5.0 MECHANISTIC THICKNESS DESIGN CONCEPTS FOR RIGID PAVEMENTS 

The mechanistic approach to rigid pavement thickness design uses the 
concepts presented in Section 3.0 to structurally model the pavement. 
Several relationships have been developed to relate the stresses calculated 
using theoretical models to actual pavement performance. 

5.1 Stress Computation 

Mechanistic design requires the calculation of critical stresses in the 
PCC slab caused by all significant factors. Stresses in a rigid pavement are 
caused by traffic, thermal gradients, moisture gradients, drying shrinkage, 
thermal heating and cooling of the slab, and foundation movements. The 
calculation of these stresses was discussed in Section 3.0. 

5.2 Fatigue Damage Computation 

Many laboratory and field tests have shown that concrete beams and 
slabs experience fatigue cracking failure when subjected to high repetitive 
flexural stresses. Every stress application produces some amount of damage 
which accumulates until a fracture occurs. This section summarizes some 
basic concepts in fatigue damage to concrete pavement slabs. 

5.2.1 Concrete Fatigue Curves 

Concrete fatigue curves for PCC beams have been derived in many studies 
such as the data presented in Module 2-3. The number of repeated loads that 
concrete can sustain in flexure before fracture depends upon the ratio of 
applied flexural stresses to the ultimate static flexural strength or modulus 
of rupture. 

5.2.2 Miner's Fatigue Damage Accumulation 

Because there are usually many different load magnitudes applied to a 
highway pavement, some means of combining the damage caused by the different 
loads must be available to assist in the design of the pavement. The fatigue 
damage concept published by Miner (11) has found widespread use in pavement 
design and evaluation. The Miner fatigue damage accumulation hypothesis is 
given as follows: 

I DAMAGE= n·/N· I I 
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where: 
n·= I 

N·= I 

no. of actual load applications applied of ith magnitude 

no. of allowable load applications applied of ith magnitude 
until cracking occurs 

5.2.3 Concrete Strength Gain 

The ratio of stress to flexural strength of PCC is a major factor in 
determining the number of allowable load applications to cracking. Flexural 
strength increases over time after placement of the pavement slab as 
illustrated in Figure 4-1.28. The strength after a few years can be over 30 
percent greater than it is after 28 days. This change in strength can have a 
large effect on the fatigue damage in the slab and should be considered in 
design. 

5.2.4 Fatigue Damage Number 

What does it mean when a computed fatigue damage is equal to 0.31, 1.00 
or 3.65? Figure 4-1.29 illustrates this concept. A value of 1.0 
theoretically means 50 percent of the slabs are created (for this particular 
example). 

5.2.5 Critical Fatigue Location In Slab 

The location of the critical point at which cracking initiates in the 
slab is vital to the development of a fatigue analysis with the objective of 
preventing slab fatigue cracking. Results from road tests and in-service 
pavements that do not have tied concrete shoulders show that cracking 
initiates at the longitudinal edge of the slab, where the critical stresses 
occur. 

If the pavement has widened lanes or tied PCC shoulders, the critical 
fatigue damage point occurs either at the transverse joint or somewhere at 
the interior of the slab depending upon conditions. 

5.2.6 Computation of Total Fatigue Damage 

A comprehensive fatigue damage analysis would include the following 
considerations: 

1. The critical fatigue damage point in the slab must be located and 
all stresses computed at that point. 

2. Critical stresses caused by traffic loads and at least thermal 
curling should be considered. Other stresses may be neglected as 
they are generally much smaller in magnitude. Correct procedures 
must be used to combine traffic loading and thermal curling 
stresses (finite element models). 

3. The proportion of traffic occurring near the critical fatigue 
point must be determined. 
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4. Concrete strength increases over time which makes the fatigue 
analysis time dependent. 

5. The Miner hypothesis to compute total accumulated fatigue damage 
should be used. 

6. Field calibration of the computed fatigue damage with actual slab 
cracking should be performed. 

5.2. 7 Field Calibration of Fatigue Damage With Slab Cracking 

Even though considerable effort has been made to compute the actual 
fatigue damage in the pavement slab, there are simplifying assumptions made 
in the computations (such as the use of beam fatigue models). Therefore, it 
is necessary to calibrate the computed fatigue damage with field measured 
cracking. 

An example of this result is shown in Figure 4-1.29 where computed 
Miner's damage is correlated with measured linear feet of cracking of several 
actual field JPCP sections. If the theory was exactly correct, there would 
be exactly 50 percent slabs cracked when the computed fatigue damage equaled 
1.0. If 50 percent of the slabs were cracked a cracking index would be about 
25 ft. per 1000 ft. square. Thus, this fatigue computation procedure 
provides damage calculation estimates that are not far off from the 
theoretical value. 

6.0 BASIC CONCEPTS FOR JOINT DESIGN 

The design of transverse and longitudinal joints is critical to the 
successful performance of the rigid jointed concrete pavement. Inadequate 
joint design has led to much serious failure in jointed rigid pavements. 

6.1 Critical Factors In Joint Design 

The following components of joint system must be designed: 

1. Load transfer of transverse joints. 

2. Spacing of transverse joints. 

3. Spacing ( or lane width) between longitudinal joints. 

4. Joint sealant reservoir. 

5. Ties between longitudinal joints. 

Each of these factors will be briefly discussed in this module. More details 
on the design of each component is provided under each design procedure. 

6.2 Load Transfer of Transverse Joints 

Deflection load transfer is defined as: 

LTc5 = (dunloaded/dloaded) x 100% 
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WHERE: 

APPLIED WHEEL LOAD (P) 

100% LOAD TRANSFER 

l> = E, = 1/2 E, = 0 .. 013• 
LOADED UNLOADED TOT 

APPLIED WHEEL LOAD (P) 

---------• b UNLOADED = 0 

0% LOAD TRANSFER 

tS = tS = 0.026. 
TOT LOADED " = 0 UNLOADED 

cS"LOADED = DEFLECTION OF LOADED SLAB 

bUNLOADED = DEFLECTION OF UNLOADED SLAB 

6 = TOTAL DEFLECTION 
TOT 

Figure 4-1.30. Effect of Load Transfer. 
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Also; 

6tot = 6unloaded + 6ioaded 

where: 
LTt5= Deflection load transfer 

6unloadecf = Deflection of the adjacent unloaded slab 
61oaded = Deflection of the loaded slab 

6tot = Total system deflection 

If the load transfer is perfect or 100%, the unloaded slab deflects 
the same amount as the loaded slab. If the load transfer is 0%, the unloaded 
slab does not deflect at all. This concept is illustrated in Figure 4-1.30. 

Stress transfer can be calculated using the ratio of the stress of the 
loaded slab to the stress of the unloaded slab. The equation is given below: 

LT6 = (dunloaded/qoaded) x 100% 

D'tot = 0unloaded +0 loaded 

where: 
LTo= stress load transfer 

0 unloaded = stress in loaded slab 
D'Ioaded = stress in adjacent unloaded slab 

O'tot = total free edge stress 

It is important to note that LT6does not equal L'J;,.. Figure 4-1.31 
shows the approximate relationship between stress-calculated load transfer 
and deflection-calculated load transfer as determined by a finite element 
computer program. 

For example, assume that it is desired to compute the stresses at a 
joint where dowels will be used to transfer load. It is assumed that a 
deflection load transfer of 80% can be achieved with the dowels. 

LT6= 0.80 

The free edge stress from the slab is computed to be 400 psi for the 
given conditions. 

From Figure 4-1.30 determine stress load transfer: 

LTu= 41 % = (O'unloadedAoaded) x 100% 

0.41 °1oaded = 0unloaded 

Using equation 4-1.12, and substituting from above, calculate the stress in 
each slab: 

400 = 0.41 °1oaded + 0 loaded 

0 loaded= 284 psi,0 unloaded = 116 psi 
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Dowel bars, keyed joints, and aggregate interlock are methods of 
achieving load transfer. ABgregate interlock provides vertical shear 
resistance between two adjacent slabs. If the slabs are in close contact, 
aggregate interlock can l'rovide good load transfer. However, since slabs 
contract from drying shrmkage and cooler temperatures, the faces are not 
always in contact. This causes the loss of load transfer. 

6.2.1 Need For Load Transfer 

The key reasons for maintaining adequate load transfer is to prevent 
faulting and to keep corner deflections and stresses low to reduce pumping 
( and hence faulting) and corner breaks from loss of support. 

6.2.2 Criteria For Mechanical Load Transfer Devices 

Dowels or other mechanical load transfer devices are always used on 
JRCP because it is clearly recognized that the large joint openings cause a 
complete loss of aggregate interlock load transfer. This condition (without 
dowels) would result in rapid and serious faulting of the joint. 

However, there is great difference of opinion as to the use of dowels 
for shorter jointed JPCP. In fact, one of the most controversial design 
issues is the need for and the use of dowels in JPCP. 

Practically all JPCP projects located in the dryer western states have 
not used dowel bars. Many of these have performed for many years without 
serious faulting, but some have developed serious faulting. Also, a number 
of projects in many other states in the East have not used dowels in the 
transverse joints. These pavements have typically developed greater amounts 
of faulting than in the dryer western states, due to greater precipitation. 

Figure 4-1.32 shows some of the factors that affect joint load transfer 
such as jomt opening and k-value of the base. Other factors include types 
of aggregate and thickness of slab. An interesting graph is shown in Figure 
4-1.33 for joint faulting with and without dowels. 

Some empirical models to estimate joint faulting are discussed in 
Section 4.0. These models show that dowels reduce transverse joint 
faulting (6.,.2_). However, dowels are costly and there may be other design 
features that could be utilized (such as permeable bases, shorter joint 
spacing, thicker slabs) to control faulting more economically under certain 
climatic and traffic conditions. This is definitely an area where additional 
research is needed. 

6.3 Relationship Between Dowel/Concrete Bearing Stress 
and Faulting 

Truck loadings have increased in volume and weight over the past 20 or 
so years. Slab thicknesses have also increased some. Dowel bar load 
transfer design has not changed, however, and a substantial amount of 
faulting is occurring on pavements with dowels. 

Analysis of field data has shown a strong relationship between dowel 
bearing stress and transverse joint faulting. Figure 4-1.34 shows some data 
from the "extended" AASHO Road Test on I-80. Although slab thickness is 
varying along with dowel bar diameter, the dowel bar diameter actually has by 
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far the strongest effect on bearing stress between the concrete slab and 
dowel as shown in Figure 4-1.35. An equation which was developed from this 
study was presented in Section 3.6. It is strongly recommended that some 

··-- model be utilized to check the conventional design of doweled joints to 
estimate the amount of faulting that may occur. Heavy truck routes may 
require substantially heavier dowel bars than presently used to control 
faulting. 

6.4 Joint Design When Doweled Load Transfer Devices Are Not Used 

The following design recommendations are for situations where dowels 
are not considered feasible to minimize joint faulting: 

1. Permeable base beneath slab to reduce pumping. 

2. Shorten transverse joint spacing ( e.g., less than 13 ft.). 

3. Thicker slabs. 

4. Tied concrete shoulders. 

6.5 Transverse Joint Spacing 

The spacing of transverse joints is one of the most critical design 
factors for either JPCP or JRCP. The following summarizes the concepts and 
factors involved. 

6.5.1 Transverse Joint Spacing for JPCP 

The major considerations involved are joint faulting and transverse 
slab cracking. The longer the joint spacing, the greater the thermal curling 
stresses as explained in Section 3.4.3, and the greater the cracking. For 
example, pavement with the typical random joint spacing of 12, 13, 18 and 19 
ft. rarely have cracking in the 12 or 13 ft. slabs whereas the 18 and 19 ft. 
slabs often have transverse cracking. This is especially true for slabs 
placed on stiff bases, such as lean concrete. There have been major pavement 
failures due to the use of too long joints for JPCP. 

A general rule of thumb to prevent cracking is that joint spacing 
should not exceed 1.5 to 1.75 times the slab thickness. Thus, an 8 inch slab 
would have a maximum joint spacing of 12 ft. and a 12 inch slab would have a 
maximum joint spacing of 18 ft. 

Another advantage of using short joint spacing for JPCP is a reduction 
of joint opening as illustrated in Figure 4-1.36 to keep average joint 
opening to 0.03 inches. This reduction will lead to reduced faulting of the 
joints. One study in California determined that faulting could be reduced by 
approximately one-half through a reduction in joint spacing from 12-13-18-19 
ft. to about one-half these values. 

6.5.2 Transverse Joint Spacing For JRCP 

Joint deterioration is by far the most serious type of failure for 
JRCP. Joint spacing for reinforced jointed pavements has typically ranged 
from 40 to 100 ft. In the past few years, design guidelines have recommended 
a maximum of 40 ft. spacmg. 
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Figure 4-1.37 shows the results of an analysis of joint spacing on the 
number of deteriorated joints and cracks per mile. This graph shows the 
effect of joint spacing on deteriorated joints and cracks. As joint spacing 
is decreased from 100 to 40 ft. the total number of joints increases, as does 
the total number of joints that deteriorate per mile (38 per mile at 100 ft. 
and 66 per mile at 40 ft.). However, as joint spacing is decreased further, 
the amount of joint deterioration decreases rapidly. At 27 ft. spacing the 
number is 16 per mile for the example. 

As joint spacing decreases from 100 ft. to 40 ft., deteriorated 
transverse cracks decrease as shown. This data shows that the currently 
recommended 40 ft. joint spacing may be the worst possible spacing because a 
large proportion of them fail (probably due to incompressibles). A joint 
spacing of less than 30 ft. may provide a much lower number of total joint 
failures per mile as expereinced by at least one state. 

7.0 DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS FOR MINIMIZING DISTRESS 

There are several key distress types that can be directly considered in 
rigid pavement design. Each of these are listed, major causes and design 
factors identified and information on their effect on rigid pavement 
performance provided. These recornmendations are based upon field 
observations and theoretical considerations. 

7.1 Slab Cracking-- JPCP only 

There are three major factors: slab thickness, length and width. 
Increased slab thickness has a large effect on reducing cracking. Decreasing 
slab length has a large effect on reducing transverse slab cracking due to 
reduced thermal curling stresses. The provision of a base that does not 
erode but is not extremely stiff is critical to reduce thermal curling 
stresses. It is likely that a permeable base has great potential in reducing 
pumping although it is not extremely stiff; however, field data are not yet 
conclusive on this topic. Increasing slab width or tying on a PCC shoulder 
would reduce the critical edge stress and thus result in much less fatigue 
damage. 

7.2 Crack Deterioration -- JRCP only 

There are two major factors: amount of longitudinal reinforcement, slab 
thickness, and joint spacing. Increased reinforcement provides improved 
capability to hold shrinkage cracks tight so that aggre~ate interlock is 
maintained. Increased slab thickness reduces deflect10n and provides more 
depth to maintain aggregate interlock. Shorter joint spacing results in less 
deterioration of transverse cracks, but the exact cause is unknown. It is 
likely due to decreased shrinkage stresses from shorter joint spacing. 
Increased slab width would also reduce critical deflections at the edge and 
thus increase slab crack deterioration life. 

7.3 Joint Deterioration--JRCP & JPCP 

There are two major factors: joint spacing and incompressibles in the 
joint. Joint spacing is the major factor with shorter spacings ( e.g., less 
than 30 ft.) showing far less joint deterioration than 40 to 100 ft. 
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spacing. lncompressibles also result in serious spalling and blowups in 
jointed rigid pavements. A sealant that will keep out incompressibles is 
very beneficial. 

7.4 Pumping -- JRCP, JPCP & CRCP 

There are three major factors: an erodible base and shoulder, free 
moisture within the pavement section and large deflection of the slab. A 
permeable base, that remains unclogged, may be the only way to prevent 
serious pumping. Improved joint load transfer or lane to shoulder load 
transfer will also reduce deflection. 

7.5 Faulting of Transverse Joints -- JRCP & JPCP 

The major factors are: reduce pumping of fines and load transfer. The 
reduction of pumping would reduce the amount of fines to lift the approach 
slab and thus reduce faulting. Maintaining high deflection load transfer 
across transverse joints is a very important factor in reducing faulting 
since this reduces differential deflection when a wheel load rolls over the 
joint. 

7.6 Serviceability (Roughness) --JRCP & JPCP 

All of the above recommendations will improve the roughness condition 
of the pavement over its service life. 

7. 7 Punchouts -- CRCP only 

There are three critical factors: slab thickness, amount of 
reinforcement, and loss of support beneath the CRCP slab. The reduction of 
pumping through improved drainage will be critical to preventing increased 
deflections. Increased slab thickness reduces deflection and increased 
reinforcement keeps transverse shrinkage cracks tighter. 

8.0 SUMMARY: ADVANTAGES AND DISADVANTAGES OF MECHANISTIC 
DESIGN PROCEDURES 

8.1 Advantages Of Mechanistic Approach Over The Empirical Approach 

1. The capability to structurally analyze practically any rigid 
pavement cross section and jointing condition is the most 
significant advantage. This allows for new and unique designs to 
be developed and analyzed, whereas the empirical approach can only 
design rigid pavement designs similar to the field sect10ns that 
were used at the AASHO Road Test with any confidence. 

2. Direct consideration of the critical stress in the slab and the 
computation of fatigue damage in the slab, which can be correlated 
to field cracking. This provides for the design capability to 
limit the amount of slab cracking. 

3. Resulting designs over a wide range of conditions will be much 
improved over those developed using empirical procedures because 
of the many different factors that can be directly considered 
using mechanistic procedures. 
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8.2 Disadvantages Of Mechanistic Approach Over The Empirical 
Approach 

1. The mechanistic approach is more complicated and requires the use 
of a computer. The computations reqmred to conduct a fatigue 
analysis are extensive. 

2. Mechanistic procedures have only been developed for slab cracking 
to date. Additional procedures are needed for key distress type 
of faulting, joint spalling and pumping. 
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MODULE4-2 

AASHTO METHOD FOR RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module provides comprehensive presentation of the AASHTO Guide for 
the design of rigid pavements. This includes jointed plain concrete, jointed 
reinforced concrete and continuously reinforced concrete pavements. 

Upon completion of this module, the participants will be able to 
accomplish the following using the AASHTO Guide: 

1. Describe the AASHTO Road Test for rigid pavements and the 
development of the original empirical performance/design model for 
relating performance to design and traffic factors. 

2. Identify the basic assumptions used in developing the design model 
and describe its advantages and disadvantages. 

3. Describe the adjustments made to the original design model in the 
current version of the AASHTO design guide. 

4. List the input factors required to use the AASHTO guide and 
describe how to determine each factor. 

5. Design rigid pavement slab thickness and base/subbase using a set 
of design mputs. 

6. Design rigid pavement joints for JPCP and JRCP using a set of 
design inputs. 

7. Design rigid pavement reinforcement for JRCP and CRCP using a set 
of design inputs. 

8. Determine the sensitivity of the major design factors for the 
AASHTO procedure. 

9. List the major strengths, weaknesses, and limitations of the 
procedure and how some of these may be overcome or considered 
mdirectly through other means. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

The original "AASHO Interim Guide for Design of Pavement Structures" 
(2) was developed in 1962 by the AASHO Design Committee through its 
subcommittee on Pavement Design Practices. The Guide was evaluated and 
partly revised in 1972 (J) and 1981 (~, 13). From 1984 to 1985 the 
Subcommittee on Pavement Design and a team of consultants revised the 
existing guide under NCHRP Project 20-7/24 and issued the new version 
entitled "AASHTO Guide for Design of Pavement Structures--1986" (5.). Several 
major modifications were made in the rigid pavement design procedures in the 
1986 version. 
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Computer programs are available for solving the basic equations and 
generating multiple design strategies so that the designer may select an 
optimum economical solution (11, 12). 

3.0 DESIGN ASSUMPTIONS AND PROCEDURES 

3.1 Development of the Design Model 

The 1986 AASHTO rigid pavement performance/design model is an extension 
of the original pavement performance model developed from the results of the 
two-year AASHO Road Test conducted near Ottawa, Illinois, from 1958 to 1960. 
The several extensions to the model makes it more applicable to different 
climates, designs, materials and soils that exist across the U.S. 

The original empirical regression model related the present 
serviceability index to slab thickness and axle load magnitude, type and 
repetition. This model was modified and extended by using Spangler's corner 
stress formula (6.) in 1962 and by considering drainage, loss of support, 
effective k-value, variations of joint load transfer using the J factor and 
incorporation of design reliability in 1986. A complete description of the 
development of the structural design model is given in the AASHO Road Test 
report (1), the appendix of the 1981 Interim Guide(~), NCHRP Report No. 128 
(13) and the 1986 AASHTO Guide (5.). 

The following major design variables (and values) were included at the 
AASHO Road Test for ngid pavements: 

1. Slab thickness - 2.5 to 12.5 inches 

2. Subbase type - untreated gravel/sand with plastic fines 

3. Subbase thickness - 0 to 9 inches 

4. Subgrade soil - silty clay (A-6) only 

5. JRCP joint spacing - 40 ft. 

6. JPCP joint spacing - 15 ft. 

7. Joint load transfer- all joints doweled with dowel diameter 
related to slab thickness 

8. JRCP reinforcement - smooth welded wire fabric, varies with slab 
thickness 

9. Truck axle types - single and tandem 

10. Single axle weights - 2 to 30 kips 

11. Tandem axle weights - 24 to 48 kips 

12. Climate - northern Illinois climate 

13. No. axle load applications - 1,114,000 

14. Maximum 18-kip ESAL- 10,000,000 (heaviest loop) 
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The Road Test data provided empirical relationships between PCC slab 
thickness, load magnitude, axle type, number of load applications, and 
serviceability loss of the pavement for Road Test conditions (i.e., specific 
environment and materials). The original empirical model derived from road 
test data is as follows: 

where: 
W = axle load applications, for load magnitude Ll and axle type 

L2, to a serviceability index of P2 
log10r = 5.85 + 735*log(D + 1~+28.62*log(Ll + L2) + 3.28*log(L2) 

B = 1.0 + 3.63*(Ll + L2) · 
G = log((Pl - P2)/(Pl- 1.5)) 
D = PCC slab thickness, inches 
Ll = load on a sinole or a tandem axle, kips 
L2 = axle code, 1 for single axles and 2 for tandem axles 
Pl = initial serviceability index 
P2 = terminal serviceability index 

This empirical model (Equation 1) was modified and extended in 1962 
using the Spangler comer stress e~uation (.6) to include material properties 
including PCC flexural strength (F), modulus of elasticity (E), and 
foundation support (k). The following basic assumptions were made in this 
extension: 

1. There will be no variation in W for different load magnitudes if 
the level of the ratio of tensile stress/strength of the PCC slab 
is kept constant and such W will be accounted for by the AASHO 
Road Test Equation 1. 

2. Any change in the ratio tensile stress/strength resulting from 
changes in the values of E, k, and F ( modulus of rupture) will 
have the same effect on Was an equivalent change in slab 
thickness (calculated by Spangler's equation) will have on W. 

Reliability concepts were introduced into the design process in 1986 to 
decrease the risk of premature structural deterioration below acceptable 
levels of serviceability. The reliability design factor (FR) accounts for 
chance variations in both the traffic prediction and the pavement performance 
prediction for a given W 18. This factor provides a predetermined level of 
design reliability (R % ) tliat pavement sections will structurally carry the 
traffic for which they were designed. However, it does not increase the 
reliability against such problems as "D" cracking or misalignment of dowel 
bars. 

A drainage coefficient (Cd) based on the quality of drainage and the 
percent of the time the pavement structure is exposed to moisture levels 
approaching saturation was added to the desi~ equation in 1986 to provide an 
approximate way to consider the effect of dramage. The C_dprovides a 
relative basis of comparison from the condition at the AASHO Road Test. 

The potential effect of subgrade swelling and frost heave are 
considered through the potential rate of loss in serviceability (PSisw,FH)-

507 



A Loss of Support factor (LS) was added to the design model in 1986 to 
account for the potential loss of support arising from subbase erosion and/or 
differential vertical soil movement by diminishing the overall effective 
k-value based on the size of the void that may develop beneath the slab. The 
resulting final 1986 AASHTO structural design model is given as follows: 

where: 

ZR *S0 + 7.35*log10(D+ 1) - 0.06 + __lQglO PSI 4.5-1.5 8 46 
1 +(1.624*10 /((D+ 1) · ) 

+ (4.22-0.32p )*log ) s' *C [D0.75-1.132] 
t 10 - c21~63*J[D0·75-(18.42/((Ecfk}°•25) 

W1g= Wrn/FR = W1sf10CZRSo) = Predicted number of 

18-kip single axle load applications 
Reliability design factor 
Standard normal deviate corresponding to selected level of 
reliability 

Overall standard deviation for rigid pavement 
Thickness of pavement slab, inches 
Initial serviceability index 
Terminal serviceability index 
Modulus of rupture for PCC on specific project 
Load transfer coefficient used to adjust for load transfer 
characteristics of specific design 

Drainage coefficient 
Modulus of Elasticity for PCC, psi 
Modulus of subgrade reaction, pci 

3.2 Specific Conditions of the AASHO Road Test 

The general conditions under which the basic structural design equation 
was developed from the field performance results are as follows: 

1. Construction control. Construction was of extremely high 
quality; therefore, variations in concrete, aggregates, moisture, 
density, subgrade soil properties, etc., were much lower than can 
be expected in most normal highway construction. 

2. Length of test pavements. The length of the test section was 120 
ft for the JPCP and 240 ft for the JRCP. The slab lengths are 
discussed under Item 6. Thus, variability in materials and 
foundation support that normally occurs along a several mile 
project did not exist at the AASHO Road Test. 

3. Subbase. An untreated densely graded sand-gravel with 
significant fines served as the subbase. This material pumped 
extensively on many sections which was a major reason for the 
failure of these sections. The gradation of the subbase is as 
follows: 
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Sieve Size 
11/2 in 
1 
1/2 
No.4 
No.40 
No. 200 
PI (-40) 

% Passing 
100 
98 
74 
49 
23 
9 

3.5 

4. Subgrade. The subgrade was a fine grained A-6 soil with a CBR 
ranging from 2 to 4. A modulus of subgrade reaction of 45 pci was 
measured in the spring after the initial thaw. 

5. Climate. The climate in northern Illinois receives about 30 
inches of annual precipitation and retains 4 inches more annual 
precipitation than evaf oration, thus yielding a positive 
Thornthwaite Index o 30. The average depth of frost penetration 
is about 30 inches, and the number of freeze-thaw cycles is 12 per 
year at the subbase level in the pavement. The AASHO pavements 
were only subjected to two years of climatic effects. 

6. Joints and Reinforcement. All joints were contraction type 
joints with non-coated steel dowel bars. Reinforcement with 
smooth wire mesh was placed in JRCP slabs with 40 ft joint 
spacing. No reinforcement was used in the JPCP slabs with 15 ft 
joint spacing. Table 4-2.1 summarizes the reinforcing and joint 
design used. 

7. Length of Test. The test was conducted over a two-year time 
period, too short for effective evaluation of corrosion of mesh or 
dowels and deterioration of concrete. 

8. Number of Load Applications. The total number of load 
applications applied to each loop was 1,114,000. The maximum 
18-kip ESAL were nearly 10 million on the heaviest loaded loop. 

3.3 Accuracy of Structural Design Model 

The empirical model of Equation 1 was derived from results from the 
Road Test data, and relates specifically to the conditions listed above. 
Within these conditions, the ability of Equation 1 to predict the exact 
number of load applications to any given level of serviceability index for a 
pavement section at the road test site was as shown in Figure 4-2.1 (1). The 
shaded band indicates the range in load applications that includes 
approximately 90 percent of all the performance data. 

Referring to the top curve in Figure 4-2.1, for example, if the slab 
thicknesses were 8 inches, the resulting number of 30-kip smgle axle 
applications to a terminal serviceability index of 2.0 ranged between 400,000 
to 1,910,000 for controlled AASHO Road Test conditions. If Equation 1 is 
used for conditions different than those for which it was developed, its 
range of accuracy or associated error of prediction will be greater. This 
may be particularly true for different climatic conditions. The modified 
express10n, Equat10n 3, allows for changes ink, E, F, subdrainage and loss 
of support, but the accuracy of these adjustments is unknown. 

509 



Table 4-2. 1. Reinforcement Used at AASHO Road Test. 

----------------------- ------------
Joints' Reinforc-ement in Test Pan'n1f•nts 

Pan·ment 
Thickne~s 

( in.) 

21,'~ 

31,z 
5 
G i; 
8 
91:? 

11 
12 1; 

:'>faximurn 
SizE' of 

A. gg-r(•g-ate 
(in.) 

Drpth 
of 

Sawing 
(in.) 

3' ,4 

1 
l1' ,4 

11:? 
E, 
2 
91' 
- ,4 

2 ~.z 

TransYerse 
Dowels' 

Diam. x Length 
(in.) 

~~ X 12 
1,2 X J 2 
~s X 12 
:s X 18 

1 X 18 
p.; X ]8 
l3~ X JS 
Ps x 1s 

L0ngit udinal, 
l>donned 
Tie Bars' 

Sizt x Lrng-th 
(no.) (in.) 

3 X 20 
3 X 2() 
3 X 20 
4 X 24 
4 X 24 
5 X ;,() 

5 X 30 
5 X 30 

'All joints forn1ed by sawing groon approximately 1.~-in. wide. 

Fabric 
Style' 

GG-1010 
66-88 

612-66 
612-44 
612-:33 
f.12-22 
612-11 
f.12-00 

Fabric 
\\" eig-ht 

(lb/100 sq ft) 

21 
30 
32 
44 
51 
59 
G9 
Sl 

Depth in 
Pa\·(•ment 

( in.) 

-~-------

J l' ,4 

l3:, 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

'All transverse joints doweled, on 12-in. centers, and spac·ed at 15 ft in plain s,0 ctic,r:s and at 40 ft in reinforced 
sections. 

'At 30-in. ernters. 
• Code: 
6 12 

I 
4 4 

I Gage of transYerse "·ires 
Gage of longi:udinal wires 

________________ L0ngitu<linal spacing of transnrse wires (inches) 
__________________ T1·ansYerse spacing of longitudinal wires (inches) 

l ! ------
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Figure 4-2.1. Illustration of Error of Predication of Basic AASHO Design Model. 
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An analytical evaluation of the original road test model was conducted 
by comparing predicted vs. actual ESALs using in-service pavement performance 
data from the NCHRP Project 1-19 database (.8.). The actual number of ESALs 
was compared to the predicted ESAL due to the measured loss in present 
serviceability index using AASHTO performance Equation (J). This was done 
for each section of :pavement of JPCP and JRCP in the COPES database. The 
actual pavement thicknesses, material properties, serviceability at the time 
of the study, and traffic from the COPES database were input into the 
equation. The drainage indicator value for the equation was set at 1.0. The 
value of the J factor was assumed as 3.2 for joints with dowels and 4.1 with 
aggregate interlock (without dowels). The analysis was run at the 50 percent 
level of reliability. 

The pavement sections in the COPES databank were divided into four 
broad climatic zones (1) and the results compared by zone. Following is the 
classification and data locations for the four climatic zones: 

Freezing Index JPCP JRCP 
Climatic Zone Annual Rainfall (ems) (degree-days) Location Location 
Wet-Nonfreeze equal or greater less than 100 GA, LA IL, LA 

Wet-Freeze 

Dry-Nonfreeze 

Dry-Freeze 

than 70 

equal or greater 
than 70 

less than 70 

less than 70 

Equal or greater IL 
than 100 

less than 100 CA 

equal or greater UT 
than 100 

The plots of predicted vs. actual ESALs for all JPCP and JRCP for each 
climatic region are given in Figure 4-2.2 and Figure 4-2.3, respectively. A 
summary of the results of the l'redicted vs. actual ESALs for JPCP and JRCP is 
given in Table 4-2.2. The sigmficance and comparison of the results are 
discussed in the following sections. 

3.3.1 JPCP 

The results are highly dependent on climate. Almost all the sections 
in the dry-nonfreeze region performed better than the original AASHO model 
predicted (52 out of 53 sections, or 98 percent). The average predicted 
ESALs to existing present serviceability index in this region is 6.4 million 
( or 69.5 percent) less than the actual ESALs. Those sections in the 
dry-freeze and wet-nonfreeze climates did perform generally as predicted with 
60 and 71 percent of sections acceptable, respectively. 

IL,MN 

MN,NB 

The JPCP sections in the wet-freeze climatic region (same as AASHO Road 
Test) performed worse than the AASHO model predicted with only 9 out of36 
sections ( or 25 percent) acceptable. The average predicted ESALs in 
wet-freeze region is 7.36 milhon (or 92 percent) greater than the actual 
ESALs. 

3.3.2 JRCP 

The results in Table 4-2.2 show that the JRCP sections did not perform 
as well as the original AASHO model predicted in any climatic zone. Only 41 
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Table 4-2.2. Summary of Results for Original MSHO Road Test PSI 
Prediction Model (15). 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Climatic Region 

(1) 

# of 
Cases 
(2) 

# of Section 
Acceptable* 

(3) 

Percent 
Acceptable 
(4)=(3)/(2) 

Mean Mean Percent 
Difference** Difference*** 

(5) (6) 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

JPCP: 

Wet-Nonfreeze 45 27 60% -0.911 17.1% 
Wet-Freeze 36 9 25% 7.355 92.0% 
Dry-Nonfreeze 53 52 98% -6.405 -69.5% 
Dry-Freeze 49 35 71% -0.763 86.9% 

Overall 183 123 67% -0.836 25.4% 

JRCP: 

Wet-Nonfreeze 93 3 3% 15.460 282.0% 
Wet-Freeze 232 34 15% 9.886 168.8% 
Dry-Nonfreeze -**** 
Dry-Freeze 49 4 8% 4.584 143.0% 

Overall 374 41 11% 10. 577 193.6% 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------

* 

** 
*** 

**** 

"Acceptable" means the actual number of 18-kip ESALs is equal or 
greater than the predicted ESALs, i.e., the pavement section performed 
as good as or better than the MSHO model predicted, otherwise is 
"unacceptable". 
Difference= Predicted ESAL - Actual ESAL, in millions 
Percent 
100% 

Difference ((Predicted ESAL - Actual ESAL)/Actual ESAL) x 

No JRCP sections available in dry-nonfreeze region in COPES. 
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out of 374 sections ( or 11 percent) performed better than predicted. The 
average predicted ESALs for the all JRCP sections is 10.58 million ( or 193.6 
percent) greater than the actual ESALs. 

Climatic factors affect JRCP more severely than JPCP. Many of these 
JRCP sections are deteriorated from causes other than traffic loading, such 
as a build up of compressive stress with long joint spacing resulting in 
corrosion of dowels and mesh, "D" cracking or reactive aggregate, 
infiltration of incompressibles into joints causing blowups and joint 
spalling, etc. 

The types of failures indicated that other factors besides the 
thickness of the pavement must be addressed. The designer must give 
attention to proper drainage, base and joint design. Increasing the 
thickness through the use of drainage coefficients, J factors and higher 
reliability factors may not provide for increased pavement. life. The road 
test models assume that the dowels and reinforcement will not corrode. 

It should be noted that the ESAL estimated for the COPES data base were 
based on W-4 Tables. Actual ESAL may be up to 20% greater than these 
estimates. This result would not change these conclusions, however, 
concerning the AASHO model. · 

4.0 INPUT VARIABLES 

The following design inputs are required to use the AASHTO Guide for 
Design of Pavement Structures--1986. The inputs are categorized according to 
general type: 

4.1 General Design Variables 

4.1.1 Performance Period 

The period of time that an initial pavement structure will last before 
it needs rehabilitation and the performance time between rehabilitation 
operations. The designer must select minimum and maximum bounds. 

4.1.2 Analysis Period 

The period of time for which the analysis is to be conducted (i.e., the 
length of time that any design strategy must cover). The following general 
guidelines are recommended: ·· 

Highway Conditions 
High volume urban 
High volume rural 
Low volume paved 

4.1.3 Traffic 

Analysis Period (years) 
30-50 
20-50 
15- 25 

The design procedures are based upon cumulative expected 18-kip 
equivalent single axle loads (ESAL) during the analysis period (W 18)- The 
computation of cumulative ESAL requires the following traffic dafa: 
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1. Average daily traffic over analysis period. 

2. Average daily truck traffic over analysis period. 

3. Truck distribution between lanes for multi-lane facilities. 

4. Truck axle weight distribution over analysis period (including 
consideration of the expected increase in the equivalency per 
truck over time). 

4.1.4 Reliability 

The procedures for incorporating design reliability into the pavement 
design process is presented in Module 2-7. The following guidelines are 
recommended for design reliability: 

Functional Classification 
Interstate and Other Freeways 
Principal Arterials 
Collectors 
Local 

Urban 
85-99.9 
80-99 
80-95 
50-80 

A standard deviation (S0 ) must be selected that is representative of 
local conditions. The following values are recommended for general use, but 
should be evaluated for local usage. These data were developed from AASHTO 
Road Test conditions. 

Design Condition 
Variation in pavement 
performance prediction 
without traffic error 

Total variation in 
pavement performance 
prediction and in traffic 
estimation 

4.1.5 Roadbed Swelling 

Standard Deviation 

0.25 rigid 
0.35 flexible 

0.35 rigid 
0.45 flexible 

If a swelling clay exists, and the pavement design does not take steps 
to prevent swelling directly, its effect on serviceability loss can be 
considered by estimating the loss of serviceability over the analysis 
period. 

4.1.6 Frost Heave 

If a frost heave potential exists, and the pavement design does not 
take steps to prevent frost heave directly, then its effect on serviceability 
can be considered by estimating the loss over the analysis period. 

It is recommended that all design address roadbed swelling and frost 
heave directly through material and construction techniques (see Module 
4-3). Figure 4-2.4 shows a conceptual example of serviceability loss due to 
frost or swelling soil. 
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4.2 Performance Criteria 

The following values are recommended for the initial and terminal 
serviceability. 

Pavement Type 
Rigid 
Flexible 

Initial Serviceability Leve I 
4.5 
4.2 

Highway Type 
Major highways 

Highways with lesser traffic 

Terminal Serviceability Level 
2.5 or higher 

2.0 

4.3 Material Properties for Structural Design 

4.3.1 Effective Modulus of Subgrade Reaction 

The determination of the effective k-value for design is a complex 
process requiring seven steps: 

1. Identify the combinations ( or levels) of factors that are to be 
considered and enter them in the heading of Table 4-2.3 ( example 
filled out). 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

a. Subbase types have different strengths or modulus 
values. 

b. Subbase thicknesses (inches). 
c. Loss of support, LS. 
d. Depth to rigid foundation (feet). 
e. For each combination of these factors that is to be 

considered for design, it is necessary to prepare a 
separate table and develop a corresponding effective 
modulus of subgrade reaction. 

Identify the seasonal roadbed soil resilient modulus values and 
enter them in Column 2. 

Assign subbase elastic (resilient) modulus (E~'iB) values for the 
season. Enter these in Column 3 of Table 4-Z:3 and should 
correspond to those for the seasons used to develop the roadbed 
soil resilient modulus values. 

Estimate the composite modulus of subgrade reaction for each 
season, assuming a semi-infinite subgrade depth (i.e., depth to 
bedrock ~reater than 10 ft.) and enter in Column 4. This is 
accomplished with the aid of Figure 4-2.5. 

Develop a k-value which includes the effect of a rigid foundation 
near the surface. This step should be disregarded if the depth to 
a rigid foundation is greater than 10 ft. Figure 4-2.6 provides 
the chart that may be used to estimate this modified k-value for 
each season. The values for each modified k-value should 
subsequently be recorded in Column 5 of Table 4-2.3. 
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Table 4-2.3. Table to Calculate Effective Modulus of 
Subgrade Reaction (1_). 

SUBBASE: TYPE GRANULAR 
THICKNESS (inches) 8 
LOSS OF SUPPORT. LS 1.0 

DEPTH TO RIGID FOUNDATION (feet) 5 
PROJECTED SLAB THICKNESS (inches) ____ 9 __ 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 

ROADBED SUBBASE COMPOSITE K-VALUE RELATIVE 

MONTH MODULUS. MODULUS. K-VALUE (PCI) DAMAGE 

MR (PCI) ESB (PCI) (PCI) ON RIGID 
Mr 

FOUNDATION 

Jan. 
20,000 50,000 1100 1350 0.35 

20,000 50,000 1100 1350 0.35 
Feb. 

2,500 15,000 160 230 0.86 
Mar. 

April 
4,000 15,000 230 300 0.78 

May 
4,000 15,000 230 300 0.78 

7,000 20,000 410 540 0.60 
June 

7,000 20,000 410 540 0.60 
July 

Aug. 
7,000 20,000 410 540 0.60 

7,000 20,000 410 540 0.60 
Sep. 

7,000 20,000 410 540 0.60 
Oct. 

4,000 15,000 230 300 0.78 
Nov. 

20,000 50,000 1100 1350 0.35 
Dec. 

AVERAGE: - l:ur 7.25 = 0.60 SUMMATION: Iur = 7.25 u =- = 12 r n 

EFFECTIVE MODULUS OF SUBGRADE REACTION= K (PCI) = __ 5_4_0 __ 

CORRECTED FOR LOSS OF SUPPORT: K (PCI) = __ 1 ___ 7 __ 0 __ 
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6. Estimate the thickness of the slab that will be required, and then 
use Figure 4-2.7 to determine the relative damage, ur in each 
season and enter them in Column 6 of Table 4-2.3. 

7. Add all the ur values (Column 6) and divide the total by the 
number of seasonal increments (12 or 24) to determine the average 
relative damage, ur The effective modulus of subgrade 
reaction is the value corresponding to the average relative damage 
(and projected slab thickness) in Figure 4-2.7. 

8. Adjust the effective modulus of subgrade reaction to account for 
the potential loss of support arising from subbase erosion. 
Figure 4-2.8 provides the chart for correcting the effective 
modulus of subgrade reaction based on the loss of support factor, 
LS. Space is provided in Table 4-2.3 to record this final design 
k-value. 

4.3.2 Pavement Layer Materials Characterization 

The elastic modulus of the PCC can be estimated using the following 
relationship: 

where: 
Ee = 57,000 (f c)0.5 

PCC elastic modulus, psi 
PCC compressive strength as determined using AASHTO 
T22, Tl40 or ASTM C39, psi 

The elastic modulus of other materials can be determined using either 
correlations with other material tests or appropriate AASHTO and ASTM elastic 
modulus standard tests. 

4.3.3 PCC Modulus of Rupture 

The mean value should be determined after 28 days using third-point 
loading. 

4.4 Pavement Structural Characteristics 

4.4.1 Drainage 

The expected level of drainage for a rigid pavement is considered 
through use of a drainage coefficient, Cd. Recommended values for Cd are 
provided in Table 4-2.4. The quality of drainage rating is based upon tne 
following guidelines: 

Quality of Drainage 
Excellent 
Good 
Fair 
Poor 
VeryPoor 

524 

Water Removed Within 
2hours 
1 day 
lweek 
1 month 

water will not drain 



1000 

500 

ri ~ 
Q ct 
cil g_ 100 
n < ro <ll 

C. ~ 
-o 
Q §- 50 
Jc 
... (/'J 

~~ 
fil· l'.fl 
-c 
r co co 
~ ru 
2- ~ 
l'.fl ::0 

.§ IB 10 
-o n 
Q 15· ... :::, 

"O 
n 

5 

(170) 

I/ 
I/ / 

Li ~ / V 
/ 

----
I" 

r-,- - -
I" 

V / --
V / 

/ .t!.., 
vv 

/ .,v 

kc V 
V ,,, 

./ / 

I" / / 
',, / 

V L y 

/ L ......... 

/ V / 

~ ,, vi" V / 
/ V I-',,, 

V 

~/ 

L ..,..I-"' / 

~ 
V V 

V 
yy 

/ vv 
I/ L. 

L:_ 

/ ~ 

<:) 
/ 

I/ / \,C::, 
IL I/ ~<:) 

..... 
V ... 

/ \,~ IL ..,.v / 
.,.v V __..V 1-'y 

V V / 
1,.,-' 

V 
"'y ,,,.~ 

V 
V (540) 

I I ·-
5 10 50 100 500 1000 2000 

Effective Modulus of Subgrade Reaction, k (pci) 

Figure 4-2.8. Correction of Effective Modulus of Subgrade Reaction for 
Potential Loss of Subbase Support (i). 

525 



Table 4-2.4. Recommended Values of Drainage Coefficient, Cd, for 
Rigid Pavement Design(_~). 

Quality of Percent of Time Pavement Structure is Exposed 
Drainage to Moisture Levels Approaching Saturation 

Less Than Greater Than 
1% 1-5% 5-25% 25% 

Excellent 1.25 - 1.20 1.20 · 1.15 1.15 - 1.10 1.10 

Good 1.20 - 1.15 1.15 - 1.10 1.10 • 1.00 1.00 

Fair 1.15 - 1.10 1.10 • 1.00 1.00 - 0.90 0.90 

Poor 1.10 • 1.00 1.00 - 0.90 0.90 - 0.80 0.80 

Very Poor 1.00 - 0.90 0.90 • 0.80 0.80 - 0.70 0.70 
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The value of Cd for the AASHO Road Test is likely to be approximately 
0.70 since the base andsubgrade were saturated much of the time and neither 
material had significant drainability. The pumping was extremely high at the 
Road Test. 

4.4.2 Load Transfer 

The load transfer coefficient, J, is a factor used in rigid pavement 
design to account for the ability of a concrete pavement structure to 
transfer load across joints and cracks. Table 4-2.5 provides recommendations 
for ranges of load transfer coefficients for different conditions. The AASHO 
Road Test conditions represent J = 3.2 as all joints were doweled and no tied 
shoulders. 

4.4.3 Tied Shoulders or Widened Outside Lanes 

These both reduce slab deflections and stresses. To take this into 
account, lower I-values may be used for the design of both jointed and 
continuous pavements. For CRCP with tied concrete shoulders, the range of J 
is between 2.3 and 2.9, with a recommended value of 2.6. For jointed 
concrete pavements with dowels and tied shoulders, the value of J should be 
between 2.5 and 3.1 based on the agency's experience. The lower J-value for 
tied shoulders assumes traffic is not permitted to run on the shoulder. 

4.4.4 Loss of Support 

The LS factor accounts for the potential loss of support arising from 
subbase erosion and/or differential vertical soil movements. The effective 
k-value is reduced to consider the loss of support. Table 4-2.6 provides 
some suggested ranges of LS. If different types of bases or subbase are to 
be considered for design, then the corresponding values of LS should be 
determined for each type. 

4.5 Reinforcement Variables -- JRCP 

4.5.1 Slab Length 

. . The spacing of transverse contraction joints in feet. No specific 
gmdelmes are given for JRCP. 

4.5.2 Working Stress 

The allowable working stress, fs, of the steel reinforcement is 
recommended to be equal to 75 percent of the steel yield strength. 

4.5.3 Friction Factor 

F represents the frictional resistance that exists between the bottom 
of the slab and the top of the underlying subbase or sub grade layer and is 
basically equivalent to a coefficient of friction. Recommended values for 
natural sub grade and a variety of subbase materials are presented in Table 
4-2.7. 
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Table 4-2.5. Recommended Load Transfer Coefficient for Various 
Pavement Types and Design Conditions (5). 

Shoulder Asphalt Tied P.C.C. 

Load Transfer 
Devices Yes No Yes No 

Pavement Type 

1. Plain Jointed 
and 3.2 3.8 - 4.4 2.5 - 3.1 3.6 - 4.2 

Jointed Reinforced 

2. CRCP 2.9 - 3.2 N/A 2.3 - 2.9 N/A 
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Table 4-2.6. Typical Ranges of Loss of Support (LS) Factors for 
Various Types of Materials (2_). 

-

Type of Material 

Cement Treated Granular Base 
(E = 1,000,000 to 2,000,000 psi} 

Cement Aggregate Mixtures 
(E = 500,000 to 1,000,000 psi} 

Asphalt Treated Base 
(E= 350.000 to 1,000,000 psi) 

Bituminous Stabilized Mixtures 
(E = 40,000 to 300,000 psi) 

Lime Stabilized 
(E= 20,000 to 70,000 psi) 

Unbound Granular Materials 
(E = 15,000 to 45,000 psi) 

Fine Grained or Natural 
Subgrade Materials 
(E = 3,000 to 40,000 psi) 

Loss of Support 
(LS) 

0.0 to 1 .0 

0.0 to 1.0 

0.0 to 1.0 

0.0 to 1.0 

1.0 to 3.0 

1.0to3.0 

2.0 to 3.0 

Note: E in this table refers to the general symbol for elastic 
or resilient modulus of the material. 
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Table 4-2.7. Recommended Friction Factors (7). 

Type of Material 
Beneath Slab 

Surface treatment 
Lime stabilization 
Asphalt stabilization 
Cement stabilization 
River gravel 
Crushed stone 
Sandstone 
Natural subgrade 
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Friction Factor 
(Fl 

2.2 
1.8 
1.8 
1.8 
1.5 
1.5 
1.2 
0.9 



4.6 Reinforcement Variables -- CRCP 

4.6.1 Concrete Tensile Strength 

This is defined as the indirect tensile strength covered under AASHTO 
T198 and ASTM C496. The strength at 28 days should be used. The indirect 
tensile strength is normally 86 percent of the concrete modulus of rupture. 

4.6.2 Concrete Shrinkage 

This is the drying shrinkage that occurs from loss of water. The value 
of shrinkage at 28 days is used for the design shrinkage value. Table 4-2.8 
may be used as a guide in selecting a value corresponding to the indirect 
tensile strength. 

4.6.3 Concrete Thermal Coefficient 

Recommended values of PCC thermal coefficient as a function of 
aggregate type are presented in Table 4-2.9. 

4.6.4 Bar Diameter 

The design nomographs provide for deformed bars from No. 4 to 7 for 
longitudinal reinforcement in CRCP. 

4.6.5 Steel Thermal Coefficient 

A value of 5.0 x 10-6 in./in./degree Fis recommended. 

4.6.6 Design Temperature Drop 

This is the difference between the average concrete curing temperature 
and a design minimum temperature. The design temperature drop computed as 
follows: 

where: 
t1To=Ttt+TL 

design temperature drop, degrees F 
average daily high temperature during the month the 
pavement is constructed, degrees F 

average daily low temperature during the coldest month 
of the year, degrees F 

4.6. 7 Friction Factor 

The friction factor is identical to that for jointed concrete pavement. 

5.0 SLAB THICKNESS DESIGN PROCEDURE 

5.1 Initial Performance Period 

The final rigid pavement design model was computerized and also 
nomographed as shown in Figure 4-2.9. Either may be used for determining 
slab thickness for each alternative design section. The following inputs are 
required to determine slab thickness using the nomograph: 
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Table 4-2.8. Approximate Relationship Between Shrinkage and 
Indirect Tensile Strength of Portland Cement 
Concrete (_2_) • 

Indirect Tensile 
Strength (psi) 

300 (or less) 
400 
500 
600 
700 (or greater) 
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Shrinkage (in.Jin.) 

0.0008 
0.0006 
0.00045 
0.0003 
0.0002 



Table 4-2.9. Recommended Value of the Thermal Coefficient 
of PCC as a Function of Aggregate Types (1), 

Type of Coarse 
Aggregate 

Quartz 
Sandstone 
Gravel 
Granite 
Basalt 
Limestone 

Concrete Thermal 
Coefficient(10"6 /°F) 
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6.6 
6.5 
6.0 
5.3 
4.8 
3.8 
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1. Effective modulus of subgrade reaction, psi/inch. 

2. Estimated future traffic, W 18, for the performance period. 

3. Design reliability, R. 

4. Overall standard deviation, S0 . 

5. Design serviceability loss;11PSI = Pi - Pt· 

6. Concrete elastic modulus, Ee· 

7. Concrete modulus of rupture, S'c· 

8. Load transfer coefficient, J. 

9. Drainage coefficient, Cd. 

This structural design does not consider the effects of roadbed 
swelling and frost heave in reducing the serviceability index. These effects 
are described in Section 5.3. 

5.2 Stage Construction 

A rigid pavement is normally designed to last over the entire analysis 
period through provision of a structural design to carry expected traffic. 
However, the designer may wish to consider stage construction of the rigid 
pavement by including one or more major rehabilitations over the course of 
the analysis period. This would be needed if the initial performance period 
does not last as long as the desired analysis period. This may occur due to 
environmental problems (such as swelling soil) or the desirability to 
consider thinner slabs with shorter lives for potential economic benefits. 
The type of rehabilitation could be restorat10n type work or different types 
of overlays. 

5.3 Roadbed Swelling and Frost Heave Considerations 

Swelling refers to the localized volume changes that occur in expansive 
roadbed soils as they absorb moisture. A drainage system can be effective in 
minimizing roadbed swelling if it reduces the availability of moisture for 
absorption. 

Frost heave refers to the localized volume changes that occur in the 
roadbed as moisture collects, freezes into ice lenses, and produces 
distortions on the pavement surface. The effects of frost heave can be 
decreased by providing some type of drainage system, or by providing a layer 
of nonfrost susceptible material thick enough to prevent the frost from 
penetrating into the roadbed soil. This not only protects against frost 
heave, but also significantly reduces or eliminates the subgrade softening 
that may occur during the spring thaw. 

The following iterative procedure can be used to directly consider the 
effect of swelling or frost heave on serviceability loss and the need for 
rehabilitation. The objective of this iterative process is to determine when 
the combined serviceability loss due to traffic and environment reaches the 
terminal level. An example worksheet is provided in Table 4-2.10 to complete 
the following: 
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Table 4-2.10. Example of Process Used to Predict the Performance of an Initial 
Rigid Pavement Structure Considering Swelling and/or Frost Heave (2_). 

Slab Thickness (inches) 9.5 
Maximum Possible Perfo.=;;:;;nce Period (years) 20 
Design Serviceability Loss, D. PSI = p1 - p1 "' 4. 2 -2.5 - 1. 7 

(,) 
Iteration 

No. 

1 
2 
3 

(2) 
Trial 

Performance 
Period 
(years) 

14.0 
11.8 
11.0 

(3) 
Total Serviceability 
Loss due to swelling 

and Frost Heave 
APSISW.FH 

0.75 
0.69 
0.67 

(4) 
Corresponding 
Serviceability 
Loss Due to 

Traffic 
APSITR 

0.95 
1.01 
1.03 

Column No. Description of Procedures 

2 Estimated by the designer (Step 2). 

(5) 
Allowable 

Cumulative 
Traffic 

(18-kip ESAL) 

3.1 X 106 

3.3 X 106 

3.4 X 106 

3 Using estimated value from Column 2 with Figure 2.2, the total serviceability loss 
due to swelling and frost heave is determined (Step 3). 

4 Subtract environmental serviceability loss (Column 3) from design total service
ability loss to determine corresponding serviceability loss due to traffic. 

5 Determined from Figure 3.5 keeping all inputs constant (except for use of traffic 
serviceability loss from Column 4) and applying the chart in reverse (Step 5). 

6 Using the traffic from Column 5, estimate net performance period from 
Figure 2.1 (Step 6). 
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(6) 
Corresponding 
Performance 

Period 
(years) 

9.6 
10.2 
10.4 



1. Select an appropriate slab thickness for the initial pavement 
considering the traffic level, assuming no swelling or frost 
heave. Any practical slab thickness less than this value may be 
appropriate for swelling or frost heave conditions, so long as it 
does not violate the minimum performance period. 

It is important to note that for this example, an overall 
reliability of 90 percent is desired. Since it is expected that 
one overlay will be required to reach the 20-year analysis 
period, the individual reliability that must be used f?.s the design 
of both the initial pavement and the overlay is 0.90 · or 95 
percent. 

2. Select a trial performance period that might be expected under the 
swelling/frost heave conditions anticipated and enter in Column 2. 
This number should be less than the maximum possible performance 
period corresponding to the selected initial slab thickness. In 
general, the greater the environmental loss, the smaller the 
performance period will be. 

3. Using a graph of cumulative environmental serviceability loss 
versus time, estimate the corresponding total environmental 
serviceability loss due to swelling and frost heave ( PSisw FH ) 
that can be expected for the trial period from Step 2 ana enter in 
Column 3. 

4. Subtract this environmental serviceability loss (Step 3) from the 
desired total serviceability loss ( 4.2 - 2.5 = 1. 7 in this example) 
to establish the corresponding traffic serviceability loss. Enter 
in Column 4. 

L1PSITR = L1PSI - L1PSisw,FH 

5. Use Figure 4-2.9 to estimate the allowable cumulative 18-kip ESAL 
traffic corresponding to the traffic serviceability loss determined 
in Step 4 and enter in Column 5. It is important to use the same 
levels of reliability, effective modulus of subgrade reaction, 
etc., when applying the rigid pavement design chart to estimate the 
allowable traffic. 

6. Estimate the corresponding year at which the cumulative 18-kip 
ESAL traffic ( determined in Step 5) will be reached and enter in 
Column 6. This should be accomplished with the aid of the 
cumulative traffic versus time plot. 

7. Compare the trial performance period with that calculated in Step 
6. If the difference is greater than 1 year, calculate the average 
of the two and use this as the trial value for the start of the 
next iteration (return to Step 2). If the difference is less than 
1 year, convergence is reached and the average is said to be the 
predicted performance period of the initial pavement structure 
corresponding to the selected design slab thickness. In the 
example, convergence was reached after three iterations and the 
predicted performance period is about 10.5 years. 

The basis of this iterative process is exactly the same for the 
estimation of the performance period of any subsequent overlays. 
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6.0 REINFORCEMENT DESIGN PROCEDURE 

The purpose of steel reinforcement in the pavement is to hold the cracks 
that form very tight, thus maintaining the pavement as an integral structural 
unit. Both deformed wire fabric and deformed reinforcement bars may be used 
for either CRCP or JRCP. 

6.1 Jointed Reinforced Concrete Pavements 

The required amount of reinforcement for JRCP is determined using the 
subgrade dra~ theory (Module 4-1). The inputs required for determining the 
amount of remforcement are: 

1. Slab length, L. 

2. Steel working stress, fs. 

3. Friction factor, F. 

The nomograph for estimating the minimum percent of steel reinforcement 
required in a JRCP is shown in Figure 4-2.10. This chart applies to both 
longitudinal and transverse reinforcement for JRCP (it also applies to 
transverse reinforcement for CRCP). The amount of reinforcement required is 
expressed as a percentage of the total PCC cross-sectional area. This minimum 
percentage must be converted into the size of bars or wires and their 
spacings. 

6.2 Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavements 

The amount of longitudinal reinforcement may be determined using the 
worksheet in Table 4-2.11. Space is provided for entering the design inputs, 
intermediate results and calculations. A separate worksheet is presented in 
Table 4-2.12 for design revisions. 

The design inputs required by this procedure are as follows: 

1. Concrete indirect tensile strength, ft" 

2. Concrete shrinkage at 28 days, Z. 

3. Concrete thermal coefficient, Ac. 

4. Reinforcing bar or wire diameter, d. 

5. Steel thermal coefficient, As. 

6. Design temperature drop,iff D· 

An additional input required by the procedure is the wheel load tensile 
stress developed during initial loading of the constructed pavement by either 
construction equipment or truck traffic. Figure 4-2.11 may be used to 
estimate this wheel load stress based on the design slab thickness, the 
magnitude of the wheel load, and the effective modulus of subgrade reaction. 
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Table 4-2.11. Worksheet for Longitudinal Reinforcement Design (_2_). 

DESIGN INPUTS 

Input Variable Value Input Variable 

Reinforcing Bar /Wire Thermal Coefficient 

Diameter. q,(inches) Ratio, ~/Q'c (in/in) 

Concrete Shrinkage, Design Temperature 
Z (in/in) Drop. OT 

0
(°F} 

Concrete Tensile Wheel Load Stress, 
Strength, f 

1
(psi) CT )psi) 

DESIGN CRITERIA AND REQUIRED STEEL PERCENTAGE 

Value of 
Limiting Criteria 

Minimum 
Required Steel 
Percentage 

Maximum 
Allowable Steel 
Percentage 

Crack 
Spacing~ i 

(feet) 

Max: 8.0 
Min. 3.5 

•Enter the largest percentage across fine 

Allowable 
Crack 

Width, CW 
(inches) max 

Value 

Allowable 
Steel 

Stress, (a-\ 
(ksi)s'max 

.. If P ma <P min. then reinforcement criteria are in conflict .. design not feasible. 
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Table 4-2.12. Worksheet for Revised Longitudinal Reinforcement Design (2_). 

Change in Value from Previous Trial 

Trial Trial Trial 
Parameter 2 3 4 

2Reinforcing Bar /Wire 
Diameter, d,(inches) 

Concrete 
Shrinkage; Z (in/in] 

2Concrete Tensile 
Strenght, f1(psi) 

Wheel Load 
Stress, ()'")psi) 

1Design Temperature 
Drop, OT 0(°F) 

Thermal Coefficient 
Ratio, tl'/tl' c 

Allowable Crack Width 
Criterion, CW max(inches) 

Allowable Steel Stress 
Criterion,( 1T5) ma)ksi) 

Required Steel % min. 
for Crack Spacing max. 

Minimum Required Steel% 
for Crack Width 

Minimum Required Steel% 
for Steel Stress 

Minimum% 
Reinforcement, P min 

Maximum% 
Reinforcement, P max 

1Change in this parameter will affect crack width criterion. 

2Change in this parameter will affect steel stress criterion. 
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Three limiting criteria should also be considered: 

1. Crack spacing. To minimize the potential for punchouts, the 
minimum crack spacing for design is 3.5 ft. 

2. Crack width. The allowable crack width should not exceed 0.04 
ins. (the crack width should be reduced as much as possible 
through the selection of a higher steel percentage or smaller 
diameter reinforcing bar/wire). 

3. Steel stress. A limiting stress of 75 percent of the ultimate 
tensile strength is recommended. 

Values of allowable mean steel working stress for use in this design 
procedure are listed in Table 4-2.13 as a function of reinforcing bar size 
and concrete strength. The indirect tensile strength should be that 
determined in AASHTO T198 or ASTM C496. The limiting steel working stresses 
in Table 4-2.13 are for the Grade 60 steel (meeting ASTMA615 specifications) 
recommended for longitudinal reinforcement in CRC pavements determination of 
allowable steel stress for other types. Once the allowable steel working 
stress is determined, it should be entered in the space provided in Table 
4-2.11. 

6.3 Design Procedure for Longitudinal Reinforcement 

The following procedure may be used to determine the amount of 
longitudinal reinforcement required: 

1. Solve for the required amount of steel reinforcement to satisfy 
each limiting criterion using the design charts in Figure 4-2.12, 
Figure 4-2.13, and Figure 4-2.14. Record the resulting steel 
percentages in the spaces provided in the worksheet in Table 
4-2.11. 

2 If P max is greater than or equal to P min, go to Step 3. If 
P max 1s less than P min then: 

3. 

a. Review the design inputs and decide which input to revise. 
b. Indicate the revised design inputs in the worksheet in Table 

4-2.12. Make any corresponding change in the limiting 
criteria as influenced by the change in design parameter and 
record this in Table 4-2.12. Check to see if the revised 
inputs affect the subbase and slab thickness design. It may 
be necessary to reevaluate the subbase and slab thickness 
design. 

c. Rework the design nomographs and enter the resulting steel 
percentages in Table 4-2.12. 

d. If P max is greater than or equal to P min' go to Step 3. 
If P max if less than P in' repeat this step using the 
space provided in Tafile 4-2.12 for additional trials. 

Determine the range in the number of reinforcing bars or wires 
required: 

a. 
b. 

. 2 
Nmin = 0.01273 x ~in x Ws x DI# 2 and 
Nmax = 0.01273 x P max x Ws x DI# 
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Table 4 -2 .13 • Allowable Steel Working Stress, ksi, (10). 

Indirect Tensile Strength 
of Concrete at 28 day,, p1i 

300 (or lesst 
400 
500 
600 
700 
800 {or greater) 

Reinforcing Bar Size• 
No.4 No.5 No.6 

65 
67 
67 
67 
67 
67 

57 
60 
61 
63 
65 
67 

54 
55 
56 
58 
59 
60 

•For DWF proportional adjustments may be made using the wire 
diameter to bar diameter. 
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minimum required number of reinforcing bars or wires, 
maximum required number of reinforcing bars or wires, 
minimum required percent steel, 
maximum required percent steel, 
total width of pavement section (inches), 
thickness of concrete layer (inches), and 
reinforcing bar or wire diameter (inches), which may be 
increased if loss of cross section is anticipated due to 
corrosion. 

4. Determine the final steel design by selecting the total number of 
reinforcing bars or wires in the final design section, Noesign• 
such that Noesi n is a whole integer number between~min and 
Nm . The appPopriateness of these final design alternatives 
may36e checked by converting the whole integer number of bars or 
wires to percent steel and working backward through the design 
charts to estimate crack spacing, crack width, and steel stress. 

6.4 Design Procedure for Transverse Reinforcement 

Transverse steel is included in either jointed or continuous pavements 
for conditions where soil volume changes ( due to changes in either 
temperature or moisture) can result in longitudinal cracking. Steel 
reinforcements will prevent the longitudinal cracks from opening excessively, 
thereby maintaining maximum load transfer and minimizing water entry. 

When transverse reinforcement and/or tie bars are desired, the "slab 
length" should be considered as the distance between free longitudinal 
edges. If tie bars are placed at a longitudinal joint, then that joint is 
not a free edge. 

For normal transverse reinforcement, Figure 4-2.10 may be used to 
determine the percent transverse steel. The percent transverse steel may be 
converted to spacing between reinforcing bars as follows: 

where: 
Y= 
~= 

1ci: 
transverse steel spacing (inches), 
cross-sectional area of transverse reinforcing steel (in2), 
percent transverse steel, and 
slab thickness (inches). 

Figure 4-2.15 and Figure 4-2.16 may be used to determine the tie bar 
spacing for 1/2-inch and 5/8-inch diameter deformed bars, respectively. The 
designer enters the figure on the horizontal with the distance to the closest 
free edge axis and proceeds vertically to the design pavement thickness. 
From the pavement thickness, move horizontally and read the tie bar spacing 
from the vertical scale. These nomographs are based on Grade 40 steel and a 
subgrade friction factor of 1.5. 

Note that since steel stress decreases from a maximum near the center 
of the slab (between the free edges) to zero at the free edges, the required 
minimum tie bar spacing increases. Thus, in order to design the tie bars 
efficiently, the designer should first select the layout of the longitudinal 
construction joints. 
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Finally, if bending of the tie bars is to be permitted during 
construction, then to prevent steel failures, the use of brittle (high carbon 
content) steels should be avoided and an appropriate steel working stress 
level selected. 

7.0 JOINT DESIGN 

Joint design requires the determination of spacing of longitudinal and 
transverse joints, joint load transfer and joint forming and sealant 
dimensions. Recommendations provided in the AASHTO Guide are summarized 
below. 

7.1 Joint Spacing 

Contraction joint spacing for JPCP to control transverse cracking 
depends upon several factors as described in Module 6-1. Local conditions of 
materials and environment are very important and should be the most 
significant factor. As a rough guide, the joint spacing (in ft.) should not 
exceed twice the slab thickness (in ins.). No such guideline is provided for 
joint spacing of JRCP. 

Skewing and randomization of joints minimize the effect of joint 
faulting, thereby improving the pavement riding quality. The obtuse angle at 
the outside pavement edge should be ahead of the joint in the direction of 
traffic (counterclockwise in direction of traffic), since that corner 
receives the greatest impact from the sudden impact of load. Skewed joints 
have the following advantages: 

1. Reduced deflection and stress at joints. 

2. Less impact reaction in vehicles as they cross joints. 

7.2 Joint Load Transfer 

No specific guidance for joint load transfer type selection for JPCP or 
JRCP is provided ( e.g., use of dowels or aggregate interlock). However, some 
guidance is given through use of the load transfer coefficient, J, which is 
used to account for the ability of a concrete pavement structure to transfer 
load across a joint or crack. Dowels or other mechanical load transfer 
devices, aggregate interlock, reinforcement and tied concrete shoulders all 
have an effect on this value. Recommended values for J for all rigid 
pavement types are given in Table 4-2.5. 

Dowel diameter should be equal to the slab thickness multiplied by 1/8 
inch ( e.g., 8 inch slab would utilize a 8 x 1/8 = 1 inch diameter dowel. The 
dowel spacing and length are normally 12 ins. and 18 ins., respectively. 

7.3 Joint Forming and Reservoir Dimensions 

7.3.1 Depth oflnitial Joint 

The depth of the transverse and longitudinal joints should be adequate 
to ensure that cracking occurs at the joint. The following criteria are 
recommended: 
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1. Transverse joints - 1/4 slab thickness. 

2. Longitudinal joints - 1/3 slab thickness 

These joints may be developed by sawing, inserts, or forming. The time 
of sawing is critical to preventing uncontrolled cracking, and joints should 
be sawed consecutively to ensure all commence working together. The time 
between placement and sawing is variable and depends upon temperature, curing 
conditions and mix proportions. 

7.3.2 Joint Reservoir Dimensions 

Contraction joint sealant reservoir dimensions require direct 
consideration of joint opening and closing movements and the type of 
sealant. The opening and closing of a joint depends upon slab length, 
temperature change, thermal coefficient of the PCC and friction between slab 
andsubbase. The expected mean opening of a joint can be computed from the 
following equation: 

where: 
.t1L = C*L*(A*.:ff + Z) 

.dL = the joint opening caused by temperature changes and drying 
shrinkage of the PCC, ins. 

A = thermal coefficient of contraction of the PCC slab, degrees F 
.dT = temperature range from PCC placement to minimum temperature, 

degrees F 
Z = drying shrinkage coefficient of the PCC slab ( neglect for. 

resealing project), ins.fins . 
.dL = joint spacing, ins. (not ft.) 

C = an adjustment factor for friction between slab and subbase, 
0.80, for granular untreated subbase 0.65, for stabilized 
granular subbase ( e.g., asphalt, cement) 

The required joint design width is then computed from the following 
equation: 

W = .1L/S 

where: 
W = design width of transverse contraction joint, ins. 
S = allowable strain in the joint sealant material ( e.g., 

different sealants have different requirements, most 
asphaltic based sealants allow a maximum tensile strain in 
the sealant of 25 percent, thus S would be 0.25; whereas 
silicone sealants require 50 percent) 

For field molded sealants, the depth of the sealant reservoir is 
determined by the desired joint reservoir shape factor for the sealant (width 
to depth). Different sealants require different shape factors, and 
manufacturers recommendations should be followed for their specific type of 
sealant. For many sealants, the shape factor should be within the range of 
0.67 to 1.5. A minimum depth of 3/8 and 1/2 inch is recommended for 
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longitudinal and transverse joints, respectively. A backer rod may be used 
to achieve the proper shape factor. 

For premolded sealants, the sealant reservoir is much different. The 
sealant should be compressed between 20 to 50 percent of its normal width at 
all times. The selection of a proper preformed sealant width and joint 
reservoir width is a trial and error procedure. 

Expansion and construction joint sealants should also be designed based 
upon expected movement and materials. 

8.0 SENSITMTY ANALYSIS FOR SLAB THICKNESS 

Some of the design inputs have a much stronger effect than others on 
required slab thickness. It is important to develop an understanding of the 
relative effect that the inputs have upon the design of the rigid pavement. 
This section provides some illustrations of the sensitivity of selected 
inputs to the AASHTO Design Guide. 

A set of "standard" design inputs were selected as shown below. 

Analysis period .......... 20 years 

Number of Traffic lanes ...... 3 one direction 

Roadbed soil resilient moduli 
Season: 1 2 3 4 5 
Modulus (psi): 30,000 30,000 6,000 6,000 12,000 

Season: 7 8 9 10 11 
Modulus (psi): 12,000 12,000 12,000 12,000 12,000 

Reliability Level. ......... 50 percent 

Roadbed soil swelling ....... Not considered 
Frost heave ............ Not considered 

Performance period ......... 20 years 

Serviceability Index, Initial ... 4.5 
Final .... 3.0 

Traffic 
Growth rate .......... 4 percent 
Initial yearly 18-kip ESAL .. 2,700,000 both directions 
Directional dist. factor ... 50 percent 
Lane distribution factor ... 65 percent 

Overall standard deviation ..... 0.35 (log of repetitions) 

Subbase 
TyJ?e ............. GRANULAR 
Thickness ........... 6 inches 
Elastic modulus ........ 30,000 psi 
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Portland cement concrete slab 
Type of construction ..... JPCP 
PCC elastic modulus ...... 4,500,000 psi 
Average PCC modulus of rupture 725 psi 

Structural characteristics 
Load transfer coefficient ... 3.2 
Drainage coefficient ..... 1.00 
Loss of support factor .... 1.00 

This set of inputs were considered "standard" conditions and several 
key input factors were varied over a practical range, one at a time, while 
all other factors were held constant. The required slab thickness was 
determined for each combination of inputs. Graphs showing the results are 
shown in Figures 4-2.17 to 4-2.22. The change in required slab thickness for 
the corresponding change in each design input is as follows: 

Design Input 

Terminal Serviceability 
Type of Shoulders 
Annual growth rate 
Load transfer 

Range 

2.0-3.0 

Change in 
Slab Thickness. ins. 

Drainage coefficient, Cd 
Reliability level 

AC (1=3.2)/PCC (1=2.8) 
1%-8% 

J = 3.2-4.1 
0.8-1.2 
50%-99 % 

The design reliability level and drainage coefficient have a very large 
effect on required slab thickness (2 to 3 inches). The other inputs also 
cause a change in required slab thickness of about one inch. The effects of 
other design inputs could also be determined in a similar manner. Some 
inputs, however, require the corresponding change of other inputs to keep the 
results realistic. For example, if base type is varied, the drainage 
coefficient and loss of support should also be varied to keep the analysis 
realistic. 

The designer is encouraged to conduct a small sensitivity analysis of 
some of the inputs to his/her design problem that may be difficult to 
determine, to see how much they effect the required slab thickness. The 
results could be useful in the determination of the required slab thickness 
for the project. 

9.0 EXAMPLE DESIGN PROBLEM 

0.8 
0.8 

1.2 
1.3 

2.1 
3.2 

This section provides a detailed design example for the design of a 
rigid pavement using the AASHTO rigid pavement design procedure and the 
DNPS86 computer program (computerized version of the AASHTO procedure) (14). 
In the first example, frost heave is handled through the provision of a layer 
of non-frost susceptible material thick enough to insulate the soil from 
significant frost penetration, but not thick enough to prevent some 
thaw-weakening. No loss of serviceability due to frost heaving is expected. 
In the second example, a loss of serviceability is expected due to frost 
heaving action. 
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9.1 Determine the Required Slab and Subbase Thickness 

DESIGN INPUTS ( no loss of serviceability due to frost heave) 

Pavement location ......... . 
Functional classification ..... . 
Analysis period .......... . 
Number of Traffic lanes ...... . 

Roadbed soil resilient moduli 

Season: 
Modulus (psi): 

1 
50,000 

2 
50,000 

Season: 
Modulus (psi): 

7 
15,000 

8 
15,000 

Reliability Level. ......... . 

Roadbed soil swelling ....... . 

Frost heave ............ . 

Performance period ......... . 

Serviceability Index, Initial ... . 
Final ..... 

Traffic 

ADT and truck volumes ..... . 

Growth rate of truck traffic .. . 
Directional dist. factor ... . 
Lane distribution factor ... . 
Initial yearly 18-kip ESAL .. . 

3 
8,000 

9 
15,000 
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Rural 
Primary arterial 

30 years 
2 one direction 

4 
8,000 

10 
15,000 

90 percent 

5 
15,000 

11 
15,000 

Does not exist in project 

6 
15,000 

12 
15,000 

Frost depth penetration to 36 
inches average. For example 1 
assume that corrective measures 
will be taken to prevent frost 
heave. 

30 years 

4.5 
3.0 

Initial ADT is 15,700. Initial 
ADTI is 2200, or 14%. Of ADTI, 
330 are single units and 1870 
are multiple units. 
6 percent 
50 percent 
80 percent 
Computed using design truck 
factors: 
Single units= 0.319 
Multiple units= 1.700 
18-kip ESAI)truck factor over 
30 year design period 
= (0.319*330 + l.700*1870)365 
= 1,200,000 both directions. 



Total 18-kip ESAL ....... . = Traffic Growth Factor * 
Initial Yearly Traffic * 
Directional Distribution * Lane 
Distribution 
= 79.06* 1,200,000*0.5*0.8 
= 37,948,800 (for 50 percent 
design reliability). 

Overall standard deviation ..... 0.39 (log of repetitions) 

Subbase 

Type ............. PERMEABLE CEMENT-TREATED 
Thickness ........... 6 inches 
Elastic modulus ........ 100,000 psi 

Effective modulus of subgrade reaction determined from Table 4-2.14 is 
1000 pci 

Portland cement concrete slab 

Type of construction ..... . 
PCC elastic modulus ...... . 
Average PCC modulus of rupture . 

Structural characteristics 

Load transfer coefficient ... . 

Drainage coefficient ..... . 

Loss of support factor ..... 

Corrected Modulus of Subgrade 
Reaction for Loss of Support .. 

JPCP 
4,500,000 psi 
725 psi 

Dowels (J=2.8, tied PCC 
shoulder) 
Drainage of the roadbbed 
soilsis poor, however, the 
permeable base provides for 
rapid drainage of the 
structural section of the 
pavement = 1.00 
The permeable base is expected 
to mmimize pumping and thus 
loss of support = 0.5 

500 pci (See Figure 4-2.8). 

REQUIRED SLAB THICKNESS (no loss of serviceability due to frost heave) 

The required slab thickness can be determined using the above inputs 
and Figure 4-2.9. The result is 11.0 inches. This result is checked using 
the DNPS86 computer program. The input screens and output of the program is 
shown in Tables 4-2.15 and 4-2.16. 

DESIGN INPUTS (assuming loss of serviceability due to frost heave) 

An estimate of the loss of serviceability due to frost heaving must be 
made if the pavement is placed directly on the roadbed soil (Le., a filter 
layer placed directly on the soil, followed by the permeable cement treated 
base followed by the PCC slab). This is accomplished as follows. 
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Table 4-2.14. Table for Estimating Effective Modulus of Subgrade Reaction. 

TRIAL SUBBASE: TYPE PERMEABLE CEMENT TAT. 

THICKNESS (inchas) __ 6_ 

LOSS OF SUPPORT, LS ~ 
DEPTH TO RIGlD FOUNDATION (feet) 

PROJECTED SLAB THICKNESS (inch.es) _1_1_ 

( 1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

ROADBE·D SUBBASE COMPOSITE k -VALUE (ps·i) 
MONTH MODULUS MODULUS, k-VALUE ON RIGID 

MR (psi) ESB (psi) (psfl FOUNDATION 
(Fig. 3.3) (Fig. 3.4> 

Jan. 
50,000 100.000 1.500 

50,000 
Feb .• 

1001'000 1,500 

8,000 100,000 600 
Mar. 

Apr. 
8~000 100,000 600 

15,000 
May 

100,000 1,000 

15,.000 100,000 1.000 
Jun. 

15,000 
Jul. 

100,000 1,000 

Aug. 
15,000 100.000 1,000 

Sep·. 
15,000 100,000 1,000 

15,000 100,000 1,000 
Oct~ 

15,000 100,000 1,000 
Nov. 

15,000 100.000 1,000 
Dec. 

[u Summation: [ur = -
Average: u r = _r :::: .1.Q.Q_ 

n 

Effective Modulus of Subgrade Reaction. k (pci) 

Corrected for Loss of Support: k (pci) 

::: 1,000 

= 500 
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(6) 

RELATIVE 
DAMAGE . u, 

(Fig. 3.5) 

80 

80 

120 

120 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

1,200 



Table 4-2.15. 
Screen # I 

AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVE~ENT STRUCTURES PROGRA~ 
Version 1 - September 1986 

00000 00 00 00000 
000000 00 00 000000 
00 00 000 00 00 00 
00 00 000 00 00 00 
00 00 000000 000000 
00 00 000000 00000 
00 00 00 000 00 
00 00 00 000 00 
000000 00 00 00 
00000 00 00 00 

0000 
000000 
00 00 
00 
00000 

00000 
00 

00 00 
000000 

0000 

0000 
000000 
00 00 
00 00 

0000 
0000 

00 00 
00 00 
000000 

0000 

Copyright (c) 1986 

0000 
000000 
00 00 
00 
00000 
000000 
00 00 
00 00 
000000 

0000 

American Association of State Highway 
and Transportation Officials 

444 N. Capitol Street, N.W., Suite 225 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

Press Any Key to Continue ••• 

Screen f3 

DNPS86 Input Screens (14). 

Screen #2 

* * * IMPORT/CREATE DATA FILE s I a 

DATA FILE TO IMPORT , , • , • • • • • • • in .dat 
This allows the user to import and 
edit an existing data file. This 
may be left blank if a new file is 
to be created. 

DATA FILE TO CREATE AND ANALYZE •••••• in.dat 
If left blank, a default name 
(DNPSTMP.DAT) will be assumed. 

* * * PROBLEM NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION * * * 

PROBLEM NUMBER l 

PROBLEM DESCRIPTION 
EXAMPLE l 

Fl: HEL? F2: IMPORT/STORE F3: ANALYZE/PRINT/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESULTS 

Screen 14· 

* * * GENERAL DESIGN INPUT REQUIREMENTS * * * 

ANALYSIS PERIOD (YEARS) 

DISCOUNT RATE (PERCENT) 

NUMBER OF TRAFFIC LANES (ONE DIRECTION) 

LANE WIDTH (FEET) 

COMBINED WIDTH OF SHOULDERS (FEET, ONE DIRECTION) 

30.0 

4.00 

2 

12.00 

16.00 

Fl: HELP F2: IMPORT/STORE F3: ANALYZE/PRINT/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESULTS 
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Table 4-2 .15. (Cont.) DNPS86 Input Screens (__!i). 

Screen #5 

* * * ROADBED SOIL RESILIENT MODULI * * * 

Season Resilient Season Resilient 
No. Modulus (p:si) No. Modulus (psi) 

------------- -------------
l 50000 13 0 
2 50000 14 0 
3 8000 15 0 
4 8000 16 0 
5 15000 17 0 
6 15000 18 0 
7 15000 19 0 
8 15000 20 0 
9 15000 21 0 

10 15000 22 0 
11 15000 23 0 
12 15000 24 0 

Fl: HELP F2: IMPORT/STORE F3: ANALYZE/PRINT/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESULTS 

Screen #6 

ROAD SURFACE 
(P)aved or (A)ggregate p 

Fl: HELP F2: IMPORT/STORE F3: ANALYZE/PRINT/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESULTS 

Screen #7 

* * * DESIGN INPUTS FOR FLEXIBLE AND RIGID PAVEMENTS * * * 

DESIRED LEVEL OF RELIABILITY (PERCENT) 

DESIGN TERMINAL SERVICEABILITY 

ROADBED SOIL SWELLING AND/OR FROST HEAVE 
Consider? (Y)es or (N)o ....... . 

90.00 

3.00 

N 

Fl: HELP F2: IMPORT/STORE F3: ANALYZE/PRINT/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESULTS 
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Table 4-2.15. (Cont.) DNPS86 Input Screens (14). 

Screen #8 

PAVEMENT TYPE 
(F)lexibla or (R)igid .•••.•.•• • • • • R 

Fl: HELP F2: IMPORT/STORE F3: ANALYZE/PRINT/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESULTS 

Sc:i-een #9 

* * * RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN INPUTS * * * 
PERFORMANCE PERIOD FOR INITIAL PAVEMENT (YEARS) 

SERVICEABILITY INDEX AFTER INITIAL CONSTRUCTION 

TRAFFIC 
Growth Rate (percent per year) .•..... 
(S)imple or (C)ompound Growth •.•.•... 
Initial Yearly 18-kip ESAL (both directions) 
Directional Distribution Factor (percent) 
Lane Distribution Factor ·(percent) 
Calculated Total 18-kip ESAL During the 

Analysis Period (in the design lane) 

OVERALL STANDARD DEVIATION (LOG REPETITIONS) 

30.0 

4.50 

6.00 
C 

1200000 
50 
80 

37947929 

0.390 

Fl: HELP F2: IMPORT/STORE F3: ANALYZE/PRINT/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESULTS 

Sc:i-een I 10 

* * * ADDITIONAL RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN INPUTS * * * 
AND ASSOCIATED COSTS 

SUBBASE 
Subbase Type 
Thickness (inches) 
Elastic Modulus (psi) 
Unit Cost ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

PORTLAND CEMENT CONCRETE SLAB 
Type of Const,uction ..... 
PCC Elastic Modulus (psi) .....• 
Average PCC Modulus of Rupture (psi) 
Unit Cost of PCC ($/CY) . 
Salvage Value (percent) .....•• 

STRUCTURAL CHARACTERISTICS 
Load Transfer Coefficient 
Drainage Coefficient 
Loss of Support Factor 

PERMEABLE 
6.00 

100000 
30.00 

30 

JPCP 
4500000 

725 
70.00 

30 

2.80 
1.00 
a.so 

Fl: HELP F2: IMPORT/STORE F3: ANALYZE/PRINT/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESULTS 
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Table 4-2.15. (Cont.) DNPS86 Input Screens (~). 

Screen #II 

* * * ADDITIONAL RIGID PAVEMENT COSTS * * * 
OTHER CONSTRUCTION RELATED COSTS 

Shoulders, If Not Full Strength ($/linear ft) 
Drainage ($/linear ft) ••.•••••• 
Mobilization and Other Fixed Costs ($/lin ft) 

MAINTENANCE COST 
Initial Year Costs Begin to Accrue 
Yearly Increase ($/lane mile/year) 

30.00 
3.00 
2.00 

0 
50.00 

Fl: HELP F2: IMPORT/STORE F3: ANALYZE/PRINT/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESULTS 

Screenn12 

PERFORM ANALYSIS, PRINT RESULTS OR EXIT * "' "' 

OPTIONS 

1. Perform Analysis 
2. Perform Analysis and Print Results 
3. Print Previous Results 
4. Return to Edit Session 
5. Exl t 

Enter Desired Option 
l 
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Table 4-2.16. DNPS86 Output Screens (14). 

DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION l - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 1 
EXAMPLE l 

RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN INPUTS 

Performance Period tor Initial Pavement (years) 

Serviceability Index After Initial Construction 

Traffic 
Growth Rate (percent) 
Type of' Growth 
Initial Yearly 18-kip ESAL (both directions) 
Directional Distribution Factor (percent) 
Lane Distribution Factor (percent) 

Overall Standard Deviation (log repetitions) 

Subbase 
Subbase Type 
Thickness (inches) 
Elastic Modulus (psi) 
Unit Cost ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

Portland Cement Concrete Slab 
Type of Construction 
PCC Elastic Modulus (psi) 
Average PCC Modulus of Rupture (psi) 
Unit Cost of PCC ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

Stiuctwral Charac:eristics 
Load Transfer Coefficient 
Drainage Coefficient 
Loss of Support Factor 

Other Construction Related Costs 
Shoulders, If Not Full Strength ($/linear foot) 
Drainage ($/linear foot) 
Mobil1:ation and Other F1xed Costs ($/linear foot) 

Ma.1:>~e,,..3.r.ce Cost 
Initial Year Coses Begin to Accrue 
Yearly Increase ($/lane mile/year) 

Page 2 

30.0 

4.50 

6.00 
COMPOUND 
1200000. 

50. 
80. 

.390 

PERMEABLE 
6.00 

100000. 
30.00 

30. 

JPCP 
4500000. 

725. 
70.00 

30. 

2.80 
1.00 
.so 

30.00 
3.00 
2.00 

.o 
50.00 

DNPS86 (l) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 
EXAMPLE 1 

RIGID PAVEMENT STRUCTURAL DESIGN 

Effective Modulus of Subgrade Reaction (pci) 
Subbase Type 
Suboase ThicKness (inches) 
Pavement Type 
Required Slab Thickness (inches) 
Performance Life (years) 
Allowable 18-Kip ESAL Repetitions 

LIFE-CYCLE COSTS ($/SY) 

Initial Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

First Overlay Construction 
F1rst Overlay Maintenance 
First Overlay Salvage Value 

Second Overlay Construction 
Second Overlay Maintenance 
Second Overlay Salvage Value 

Total Net Present Value 

569 
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488. 
PERMEABLE 

6.00 
JPCP 

11.05 
30.0 

37947850. 

39.61 
l.68 

-2.45 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

38.84 



Table 4-2.16. (Cont.) DNPS86 Output Screens (1!!:_). 

DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 1 
EXAMPLE 1 

GENERAL DESIGN INPUT RECUIREMENTS 

Analysis Period (years) 

Discount Rate (percent per year) 

Number of Traffic Lanes (one direction) 

lane Width (feet) 

Pagel 

Combined Width of Shoulders (feet, one direction) 

30.0 

4.00 

2 

12.0 

16. 

ROADBED SOIL RESILIENT MODULI 

Season: 1 2 3 4 5 6 
Modulus (psi), s0000. 50000. 8000. 8000. 

Season: 7 8 9 10 
Modulus (psi): 15000. 15000. 15000. 1S000. 

DESIGN INPUTS FOR FLEXIBLE AND RIGID PAVEMENTS 

Desired Level of Reliability (percent) 

Design Terminal Serviceability 

Roadbed Soil Swelling 

Fi-ost Heave 

570 

15000. 15000. 

ll 12 
15000. 15000. 

90.00 

3.00 

(Not Considered.) 

(Not Considered) 



The roadbed soil is a gravelly clay, CL classification with 
approximately 50 percent finer than 0.02 mm. Figure 4-2.23 can be used to 
determine the average rate of heave to be 5 mm/day. Then given the depth of 
frost penetration of 3 ft. and the drainage quality of fair to poor the 
maximum serviceability loss due to frost heave is determined from Figure 
4-2.24 to be 1.0. 

The estimated percentage of the project that will experience frost 
heave is 50 percent based upon soil profile data. 

Finally, an estimate of the loss of serviceability due to frost heave 
is determined using Figure 4-2.25. The result is approximately 0.5. 

REQUIRED SLAB TIIICKNESS (loss of serviceability due to frost heave) 

The total loss of serviceability allowable to traffic loads is 

4.5 (Initial Value) - 3.0 (terminal value) - 0.5 (frost heave)= 1.0. 

Using this loss of serviceability and the inputs given previously, the 
required slab thickness is 11.8 inches. Thus, theoretically the adverse 
effects of frost heave on loss of serviceability can be handled through a 
slightly thicker slab (0.8 inches). The thicker slab results in a smaller 
loss is serviceability ( e.g., 0.5) due to traffic loadings, and thus this 
loss is available for frost heaving. 

It is still recommended, however, that the effects of frost heave (and 
swelling soil) be handled through other means than increased slab thickness. 

9.2 Determine the Joint Design For JPCP and JRCP 

Joint design requires consideration of spacing, load transfer and 
sealant reservoir. The transverse joints for the jointed plain concrete 
pavement (JPCP) must be limited to control thermal curling stresses, 
especially when the slab is placed on a stabilized base layer with a high 
k-value. A maximum slab length of twice the slab thickness (2 * 11.0) or 22 
ft. is recommended by the AASHTO Guide. However, due to the stiff support, a 
lesser thickness of 17 ft. ( 1.5 * 11) is recommended. 

Load transfer at the transverse joints is dowels due to the high truck 
traffic level. A dowel diameter of 1/8 times the slab thickness is 
recommended, or 1 3/8 inches. Dowel spacing of 12 inches is recommended. 
The dowels must be coated to prevent corrosion of the steel. 

Joint sealant reservoir dimensions depend upon the type of sealant 
specified. For long life, a preformed compression sealant is recommended. 
The width of the joint must be determined in accordance with manuf~cturers 
recommendations. Normally the sealant should be compressed between 20 and 50 
percent of its nominal width. The sealant should be placed 1/8 to 1/4 inch 
below the surface of the pavement. 

9.3 Determine Reinforcement Design for JRCP 

If a jointed reinforced concrete pavement (JRCP) is to be considered, 
the minimum amount of reinforcement to hold transverse cracks tightly 
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together must be determined. Joint spacing can be lengthened beyond that of 
the JPCP because transverse cracks caused from shrinkage and thermal curling 
stresses will be held together by the reinforcement. However, joint spacing 
cannot be extended too much because of the difficulties of sealing joints and 
the amount of increased movement at the joints can create problems when 
incompressibles infiltrate. 

No guidance is provided in the AASHTO Guide for joint spacing for 
JRCP. Joint spacings of 40 ft. have resulted in many joint failures from a 
build up of incompressibles. The shorter the joint spacing the better from a 
performance standpoint. Joint spacings of 27 ft. have worked well in some 
states and that is recommended for this design. 

The amount of reinforcement recommended is determined as follows. 

Slab length = 27 ft. 

Steel working stress, fs = 48,750 psi (0.75 fy) 
(welded smooth wire tabric) 

Friction factor, F = 1.8 (stabilized base) 

Entering this information in the following equation gives the minimum 
percentage of reinforcement required. 

P s = LF/2fs = 0.05 percent 

9.4 Determine Shoulder Design 

A tied PCC shoulder is recommended that has the same thickness as the 
traffic lane slab at the longitudinal joint. This thickness may be tapered 
somewhat to the outside edge. 

9.5 Determine Subdrainage Design 

A permeable layer of cement treated granular material is recommended to 
be placed immediately beneath the PCC slab. This layer will provide for 
rapid drainage of moisture that infiltrates through joints and cracks in the 
PCC slab. A filter layer of some type ( either granular or geotextile fabric) 
must be provided to prevent the movement of fines from the roadbed soil into 
the permeable base layer. 

A subdrainage pipe system is also recommended to carry the water from 
the permeable layer out of the pavement section. 

10.0 LIMITATIONS OF THE AASHTO RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN PROCEDURE 

Major limitations of the AASHTO rigid pavement design procedure are 
summarized as follows: 

1. Variability. A serious limitation of the AASHTO design procedure 
is that Equation 1, 2 and 3 are based upon very short pavement 
sections where construction and material quality was highly 
controlled. Typical highway projects which are normally several 
miles in length, contain much greater construction and material 
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variability, and hence show more variability in performance along 
the project in the form of localized failures. Projects designed 
using the Guide with average inputs would, therefore, have the 
tendency to show significant localized failures before the average 
pr~jc~t _serviceability index drops to Pt• unless a level of 
rehab1hty greater than 50 percent was selected for the design. 
Designing for a reliability greater than 50 percent can help 
overcome this limitation. 

2. Limited materials and subgrade. The Road Test used a specific 
set of pavement materials and one roadbed soil. Other materials 
and soils will provide different performance. Part of this 
problem can be overcome through use of various inputs (k-value, F, 
drainage, loss of support). 

3. Loss of Foundation Support. Many of the Road Test rigid sections 
showed severe pumping of the subbase. Therefore, Equations 1, 2 
and 3 are heavily biased towards this condition. The effects of 
loss of support and drainage can now be adjusted to some extent 
for different conditions. 

4. Short Road Test Performance Period. The number of years and 
heavy axle load applications upon which Equations 1, 2 and 3 are 
based represent only a fraction of the design age and load 
applications that exist on many pavements today over the design 
period (10 to 100 million 18-kip ESAL). Design periods under 
consideration usually range from 20 to 40 years. Even if these 
equations can be extrapolated for some additional number of load 
applications, there are several climatic effects that occur with 
time ( as represented by age) to cause severe deterioration of the 
pavements even without heavy load applications (i.e., corrosion of 
steel, joint freeze-up, D-cracking, reactive aggregate, etc., some 
ofwh1ch occurred on the AASHO sections left in service on I-80 
until 1975). Therefore, in similar or more severe climates, the 
pavements would be expected to endure fewer load applications and 
fewer years than predicted by Equation 3 using average inputs. In 
mild climates, pavements would be expected to perform better than 
predicted. 

5. Joint Design. Only one type of joint design was used at the Road 
Test. If other types are used, such as joints without dowels ( as 
evidenced by the performance of the transverse cracks), or with 
some unusual type of load transfer devices, the pavement life 
would be significantly changed. The type of base would also 
affect load transfer and thus performance. Basic deficiencies in 
the joint design recommendations are little or no guidance for 1) 
joint spacing; 2) rational determination for dowel size and 
spacing 3) corrosive resistant dowels; 4) when mechanical LTDs are 
required; and 5) load transfer system other than dowels. 
Recommendations for considering load transfer by modifying the J 
factor are extremely rough and unsubstantiated. 

6. Reinforcement Design. The mathematical expression used for 
longitudinal reinforcement design is a major simplification of the 
actual forces encountered. The most significant limitation arises 
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if the unrestrained slab length assumed in reinforcement design 
(i.e., distance between joints, L) is altered through a partial or 
complete sizing of one or more joints. This could cause a 
significant increase ( double or more) in the steel stress, which 
may result in yielding or rupture of reinforcement at an 
intermediate crack between joints. Also, the loss of effective 
reinforcement through corrosion is not provided for in the 
procedure. It is expected, therefore, that long joint spacings in 
cold regions accompanied by joint seizure would result in rupture 
of the reinforcement with subsequent faulting and spalling of 
cracks. 

7. Climate. Concrete pavement performance is not independent of 
climatic conditions, and there is evidence to indicate that 

8. 

9. 

11. 

climatic conditions could have a significant effect on pavement 
life (.8.). Since the Road Test was conducted over a period of only 
2 years, climatic effects were not as significant as if the same 
traffic had been applied over a longer period of, say, 20 to 40 
years. Steel corrosion requires several years to develop into a 
serious condition, so joint lockup and subsequent yielding of the 
steel reinforcement for JRCP pavements would logically not occur 
for at least several years after initial construction. Figure 
4-2.26 shows the results of a life prediction model GD developed 
from the Illinois COPES database where age and traffic data were 
available over both short and long time periods. An interaction 
between age and traffic can be observed in that at old ages and 
heavy traffic there is much greater pavement damage. 

Load Equivalency Factors. The load equivalency factors relate 
specifically to the Road Test materials, pavement composition, 
climate, present serviceability index loss and subgrade soils. 
The accuracy of extrapolating them to other regions, materials and 
distresses, etc., is not known, but is questionable. 

Limiting Criteria. The design procedure is based on terminal 
serviceability indices of 2.0 and 2.5. One study (10) has shown 
that it is very likely that jointed concrete pavement will require 
substantial maintenance by the time it reaches an average 
serviceability index of 2.5. Thus, higher terminal 
serviceabilities should be considered for higher traffic levels. 

No Mixed Traffic. The AASHO Road Test accumulated traffic on 
each test section by operating vehicles with identical axle loads 
and axle configurations, as opl?osed to mixed traffic ( different 
axle loads, configurations, etc.). The procedure of converting 
mixed traffic into equivalent 18-kip ESAL applications has never 
been field verified. 

Lack Of Guidance On Some Design Inputs. The loss of support and 
drainage factors are very significant on influencing slab 
thickness, and there is very little guidance provided for their 
selection. The design reliability also has an extremely large 
effect on slab thickness and very little guidance is provided in 
selecting this factor. 
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Successful use of the AASHTO Guide requires a lot of experience and 
knowledge of the assumptions and underlying basis for design. Pavement must 
be designed considering all features. Assumptions made during design should 
be clearly identified. It is strongly recommended that the resulting designs 
be checked using other procedures and mechanistic analyses. 

11.0 SUMMARY 

A brief summary of the development of the original rigid pavement 
design models from the AASHO Road Test was presented. This included 
discussion of the specific conditions that were present at the Road Test and 
how this was a contributing factor in the accuracy of the models obtained. 

Recent changes and modifications to the original AASHO model was also 
given. This emphasized the recent revisions made to the AASHTO design 
procedure in 1986 by the AASHTO Task Force. 

The various inputs required for design of rigid pavements with the 
AASHTO procedure was also discussed. This included definitions of the inputs 
as well as the procedure needed to obtain such inputs. 

The design procedure for determining the required slab thickness was 
also described. This included considerations for roadbed swelling and frost 
heave. 

As separate design procedures, the design of the joint and steel 
reinforcement were presented. For joint design, this included joint spacing, 
joint load transfer, joint forming, and reservoir dimensions. Reinforcement 
design was noted to be a function of slab length, steel working stress, and 
the friction factor for JRCP, and a function of concrete indirect tensile 
strength, concrete shrinkage, concrete thermal coefficient, reinforcing 
diameter, steel thermal coefficient, and design temperature drop for CRCP. 
However, for the latter, three limiting criteria also had to be considered: 
crack spacing, crack width, and steel stress. 

A sensitivity analysis of a few key design inputs was presented and a 
detailed rigid pavement design was presented. 

Finally, the limitations of the AASHTO rigid pavement design procedure 
was discussed in detail. It was noted that the use of the AASHTO design 
procedure requires much practical experience and much knowledge of the 
assumptions and limitations to ensure that a proper design is obtained. 

12.0 REFERENCES 

1. Carpenter, S. H., M. I. Darter, B. J. Dempsey and S. M. Herrin, "A 
Pavement Moisture Accelerated Distress (MAD) Identification System -
Vol.1," Report FHW NRD-81/079, FHW A, U.S. Department of Transportation, 
1981. 

2. __ , "AASHO Interim Guide for the Design of Rigid Pavement 
Structures," American Association of State Highway Officials, Committee 
on Design, April 1962. 

579 



3. __ , "AASHO Interim Guide for Design of Pavement Structures," 
American Association of State Highway Officials, Washington D. C. 
20004, 1972. 

4. __ , "AASHTO Interim Guide for Design of Pavement Structures; 
Chapter III Revised," American Association of State, Highway, and 
Transportation Officials, Washington D. C. 20001, 1981. 

5. __ , "AASHTO Guide for Design of Pavement Structures," American 
Association of State, Highway, and Transportation Officials, 
Washington, D. C., 1986. 

6. Spangler, M. G., "Stresses in the Corner Region of Concrete Pavements," 
Bulletin 157, Iowa Engineering Experiment Station, Iowa State College, 
Ames, 1942. 

7. __ , " The AASHO Road Test, Report 5 - Pavement Research," Highway 
Research Board, Special Report 61E, 1962. 

8. Darter, M. I., J. M. Becker, M. B. Snyder and R. E. Smith, "Portland 
Cement Concrete Pavement Evaluation System COPES", NCHRP Report No. 
277, Transportation Research Board, 1985. 

9. Darter, M. T., Program "PREDICT" written in Better Basic language for 
the IBM Personal Computer, University of Illinois, 208 N. Romine St., 
Urbana, II 61801, 1986. 

10. Darter, M. I. and E. J. Barenberg, "Zero-Maintenance Pavement: Results 
of Field Studies on the Performance Requirements and Capabilities of 
Conventional Pavement Systems -- Intenm Report," Report 
FHWA-RD-76-105, FHWA, 1976. 

11. __ , "AASHTO Guide for Design of Pavement Structures - 1986" 
American Association of State, Highway, and Transportation Officials, 
Computer Program, Washington, D. C., 1986. 

12. Owens, G and John Hallin, Federal Highway Administration Computer 
Program for AASHTO Design Guide, 1986. 

13. Van Til, C. and F. McCullough, NCHRP Report No. 128, Transportation 
Research Board, 1972. 

14. "DNPS86 - Design of New Pavements Structures 1986 - Version 1," 
Computer Program Developed by ARE to model the AASHTO Design Procedure, 
September, 1986. 

15. Heinrichs, K. W., M. J. Liu, S. H. Carpenter and M. I. Darter, 
"Evaluation of Rigid Pavement Design Models and Methods," Technical 
Report Prepared for FHW A, University of Illinois, 1986 (under 
revision). 

580 



MODULE4-3 

OTHER RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN METHODS 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module provides information on other selected rigid pavement 
design procedures, particularly those using the mechanistic approach. Upon 
completion of this module, the participants will be able to accomplish the 
following: 

1. List available rigid pavement design procedures and determine if 
they utilize an empirical or a mechanistic approach to design. 

2. List available rigid pavement structural analysis models and 
describe some of their capabilities. 

3. For the PCA mechanistically based design procedure: 

a. List the basic assumptions and approach. 
b. List and describe the input variables including traffic, 

critical load placement, subgrade support, material 
properties and safety factor. 

c. Design the slab thickness for rigid pavements. 
d. Describe the recommendations provided for joint design and 

reinforcement design. 
e. List the advantages and disadvantages and state the 

weaknesses of the procedure. 

4. Describe the advantages of conducting a design check of a rigid 
pavement design using one or more different procedures. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

2.1 Rigid Pavement Design and Analysis Procedures 

Several rigid pavement design and analysis procedures have been 
developed, either through research studies or through experience derived by 
agencies over many years. Some design procedures that are of recent 
development or usage are: 

CURRENT 
DESIGN METHOD REFERENCES VERSION PAVEMENT TYPE 

AASHTO Design Guide 9-10 1986 JPCP, JRCP, CRCP 
Zero-Maintenance 12-15 1977 JPCP 
California DOT 16 1985 JPCP 
Portland Cement Assn. 17-20 1984 JPCP,JRCP 
RPS-3 Texas SHDPT 21-22 1975 JRCP,CRCP 
Associated Re-Bar Prod. 23-24 1981 CRCP 
Illinois DOT 25-27 1982 CRCP 
RISC 8 1982 JPCP, JRCP, CRCP 
Jointed Cone. Shoulders 4 1978 JPCP 

581 



Some of the major rigid pavement analysis procedures that are of recent 
development or usage are: 

CURRENT 
ANALYSISMETHOD REFERENCES VERSION 

ILLISLAB 1-3 1986 
JSLAB 7 1984 
CRCP-3 5-6 1975 
RISC 8 1984 
PREDICT 11 1985 

* Indirectly 

PAVEMENT TYPE 

JPCP, JRCP*, CRCP* 
JPCP, JRCP*, CRCP* 
CRCP 
JPCP, JRCP*, CRCP* 
JPCP,JRCP 

A comprehensive evaluation of each of these design procedures and 
analysis procedures, which included both conceptual and analytical 
examinations, was recently conducted (28). Each of these procedures has 
strengths and weaknesses that contribute to or detract from its overall 
ability to adequately design and analyze a rigid pavement. A few of these 
design and analysis procedures have unique capabilities to analyze unusual 
design situations ( e.g., widened lanes, concrete shoulders, joint spacing). 

Some of the design procedures are empirically based and some are 
mechanistically based~ (One procedure contains both empirical and 
mechanistic design approaches.) 

1. Empirically based ( design for serviceability): 
AASHTO Design Guide 
California DOT 
Zero-Maintenance 
RPS-3 Texas SHDPT 
Associated Reinforcing Bar Producers 
Illinois DOT 

2. Mechanistically based ( design for fatigue damage): 
Zero-Maintenance 
Portland Cement Association 
RISC 
PCA 

A brief description of a few of the design and analysis procedures is 
given. A detailed description of the PCA mechanistic design procedure is 
presented to provide a comparison to the empirical AASHTO Design Guide 
approach. 

2.2 Zero-Maintenance Design Procedure (12-15) 

The term "zero-maintenance" refers to the concept of designing a 
pavement so that it would not need substantial structural maintenance over a 
certain design period. "Zero-maintenance" design is desirable for heavily 
trafficked pavements. This computerized procedure is based upon both 
empirical serviceability and mechanistic fatigue damage for JPCP only. 

1. Serviceability. A predictive model was developed using data from 
the AASHO Road Test, the extended AASHO Road Test and 12 other 
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in-service pavement projects in different states in the four major 
climate zones. This model predicted the performance of those pavements 
better than the AASHO Road Test model developed from only two years of 
data. 

2. Fatigue damage. A comprehensive fatigue damage analysis was 
developed that considers traffic axle load, type and number of 
applications, lateral variation of trucks in the traffic lane, 
proportion of trucks using the design lane, variability of the PCC 
modulus of rupture and its change over time, thermal curling stresses 
during the night and day and erodibility along the slab edge. The 
computed fatigue damage number using Miner's model was correlated with 
slab cracking as measured in the field. This provided some validation 
of the procedure and the capability to design for different levels of 
slab cracking. 

2.3 RPS-3 Texas SHDPT Design Procedure (21-22) 

This procedure is basically a computerized version of the 1972 version 
of the AASHTO Interim Guide, but contains a few differences and some 
important additions. The computer program can generate designs for JRCP and 
CRCP with AC or PCC overlays, and provides detailed cost information for 
economic comparison of alternatives. The output of the program is a summary 
table presenting up to 23 alternate pavement designs in order of increasing 
total overall present worth cost. The selection of the optimal design is 
based on the minimum total cost. Different design rehabilitates can be 
selected in a manner similar to that presented in the 1986 AASHTO Design 
Guide. 

2.4 RISC Design and Analysis Procedure (8.) 

This mechanistic procedure is based upon coupling of a finite element 
slab resting on a multilayer elastic solid foundation of up to three discrete 
layers. The program considers up to three slabs in a row with or without 
shoulders, and such parameters as joint spacing, joint width, the effect of 
dowel bars and tie bars, load location, voids and partial contact between 
slab and supporting layers, and thermal curling stresses. The program 
requires a large amount of mainframe computer time and is expensive to use 
for certain types of designs. 

2.5 ILLISLAB Finite Element Analysis Program (1-J) 

This program computes stresses and deflections for rigid pavement 
slabs. It has the following overall capabilities: 

1. Multiple wheel and axle loads in any configuration, located 
anywhere on the slab. 

2. A combination of slabs such as multiple traffic lanes, traffic 
lanes and shoulders, or a series of transverse cracks such as in 
CRCP. 

3. Jointed concrete pavements with longitudinal and transverse cracks 
with various load transfer systems. 
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4. Variable subgrade support including complete loss of support over 
any specified portion of the slab. 

5. Concrete shoulders with or without tie bars. 

6. Pavement slabs with a stabilized or lean concrete base, or asphalt 
or concrete overlay, assuming either perfect bond or no bond 
between the two layers. 

7. Concrete slabs of varying thicknesses and moduli of elasticity, 
and sub grades with varying moduli of support. 

8. A linear temperature gradient through the PCC slab for a 
single-layer pavement system. 

2.6 JSLAB Finite Element Analysis Program (1) 

JSLAB computes stresses and deflections in the PCC slab. The program 
has identical capabilities as ILLJSLAB with the addition of the following: 

1. Consideration of non-uniformly spaced dowels across the 
longitudinal and/or transverse joints. 

2. Consideration of non-circular load transfer devices. 

2. 7 CRCP-3 Mechanistic Analysis Program (S:!D 

This program can be used to determine the effects of drying shrinkage, 
uniform temperature drop and interior wheel load stress in CRCP. The program 
computes the following: 

3.0 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Final crack spacing and width. 

Maximum concrete and steel stresses. 

Changes in steel and concrete stresses, friction forces plotted 
along the horizontal stations of the slab. 

Variations of concrete strength, concrete stress, steel stress, 
drying shrinkage, crack width and the changes of crack spacing 
with time. 

PORTLAND CEMENT ASSOCIATION (17-20) 

The Portland Cement Association's (PCA) thickness design procedure for 
concrete highways and streets was published in 1984, revising a procedure 
that has been used since 1966. 

In this section the new design procedure is presented. One aspect of 
the new procedure is that an erosion analysis is applied in addition to the 
fatigue analysis. The erosion analysis recognizes that pavements can fail 
due to excessive pumping, erosion of the foundation, and joint faulting. The 
fatigue analysis recognizes that pavements can fail in fatigue due to 
excessive load repetitions. 
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The new design procedure is based on a comprehensive mechanistic 
analysis of concrete stresses and deflections at pavement joints, corners, 
and edges by a finite-element computer program. The program models joint 
load transfer provided by dowels or by aggregate interlock and the effects of 
concrete shoulders. 

3.1 Analysis of Concrete Pavements 

A finite element computer program called JSLAB (1), has been developed 
to analyze jointed concrete pavement sections. Joints may be modeled with 
load transfer systems of dowels, aggregate interlock, or keyways. JSLAB can 
also be used to evaluate the effect of joints with nonuniformly spaced load 
transfer devices. 

For doweled joints, dowel properties such as diameter and modulus of 
elasticity are input directly. For aggregate interlock and keyway joints, a 
spring stiffness value is required. This value represents the load 
deflection characteristics of the joints. The stiffness value can be 
determined from field or laboratory tests. 

Representative slab systems that can be analyzed are shown in Figure 
4-3.1. A finite element representation of a jointed slab is shown in Figure 
4-3.2. 

The computer program JSLAB has been verified with closed form solutions 
(i.e., solutions that have exact mathematical expressions). 

3.2 Design Considerations 

3.2.1 Truck Load Placement 

Based on data from the finite-element computer program analysis, as 
well as AASHO Road Test data, PCA researchers concluded that axle loads at 
the outside pavement edge created more severe conditions than any other load 
position. As the truck placement moves inward a few inches from the edge, 
the effects decrease substantially. 

Only a small fraction of trucks run with their outside wheels placed at 
the edge, as shown by the data tabulated in Figure 4-3.3. The term "percent 
trucks at edge" is defined as the percent of trucks that are travelling with 
the outside edge of the contact area of the outside tire adjacent to or 
beyond the pavement edge. Most of the trucks travelling the pavement are 
dnven with their outside wheel placed about two feet from the edge. 

At increasing distances inward from the pavement edge, the frequency of 
the load applications increases while the magnitudes of stress and deflection 
decrease. Data on truck placement distribution and distribution of stress 
and deflection due to loads placed at and near the pavement edge are 
difficult to use directly in a design procedure. As a result, these 
distributions were analyzed and more easily applied techniques were prepared 
for design purposes. 

For the fatigue analysis, fatigue is computed incrementally at 
fractions of an inch from the slab edge for different truck distributions. 
This gave the equivalent edge stress factors shown in Figure 4-3.4. 

585 



Shoulder 
joint--.._ 

Shoulder--.... 

( o ) Singh! Slab 

0 
0 

0 

( b ) Jo int e d S 1 a b s 

Tandem 
axle loody

0 
C 

0 -
j 
_, 

0 
C 

C 

Transverse 
joint 

~ Transverse 
joint 

( c) Jointed Slobs with Tied Shoutder 

F igu.re 4-J .1. Typical Slab Systems q 

586 



Vl 
00 
-...s 

144 
In. 

100 

50 

0 

>-

-

I 

50 100 

Figure 4-J.2. 

lli 

10 

~ 

m: 

150 

Transverse 
Joint 
~ 0 

✓ 

~ 

= 
(LL 

-

= 
'"' 

200 200 

I I 

250 300 

ffil Tire Imprint (Tandem Axle Load) 

I 

350 

Finite Element Representation of Jointed Slab System. 

400 In. 



.9~ ,---,---,-----,-----,------,------,---------

w .90 :, 
~ .... 
<( ..... 
w 
J: 
<( 
Vl .85 
a: 
0 
I... 

U'l 
!/) Truck Placement Sludiu 
i..J 
a:: .... Percent trucks 
!/) .80 at or oH edge 
\.iJ 
C) Taroqin 4 Lone 0.0:-5 
a 
u..l Tarogin 2 lane 0.46 
0 ,-

Q 
Tcm:iqin 11• Lane 1.47 

.... 
<( Toraqin ta' Lane 5.70 
a: 

Emery ( po\ted shoulder) 6.00 

o ----~-----:-2----~3:-----L'4 ____ .J5L_ ___ .J6 ____ _L7 ____ J8 

PERCENT TRUCKS AT EDGE 

Figure 4-3. 3. Relationship of Edge Stress Factor to Percent Edge Loadings. 

588 



u, 
co 

'° 

New 4 Design 
SVF 2 PSI 3 

Fault 
TST's Slab 

Project per Thickness Subbase Drainage 
Dayl 

(in.) 15 ft .. 20 ft~ 

One-A 1650 12.2 granular good 6 2. 8 3.4 4. 4 

12. 2 granular poor 29 2. 1 4.6 6.0 

10.5 cement tr. good NA 6 NA 4.9 5. 1 

10.5 cement tr. poor NA NA 6.8 7. 1 

Urb-Hi 8750 14.0 granular good 14 2.5 4. 0 5. 5 

14.0 granular poor 83 1.5 5. 2 7. 3 

12.3 cement tr. good NA NA 5.5 5. 8 

12. 3 cement tr. poor NA NA 7. 7 8.2 

( 1) Tractor-semi-trailer trucks ( 4) Joint faulting, 32nds of an inch 
( 2) Pavement roughness (slope variance ( 5) Joint spacing 

due to faulting) ( 6) Not applicable 
(3) Present Serviceability Index 

Figure 4-J.4. Comparison of Erosion Analysis Results With Actual Faulting 
on Undowelled Pavements. 



This factor, when multiplied by edge load stress, gives the same degree of 
fatigue consumption that would result from a given truck placement 
distribution. The factor, 0.894 for 6 percent truck encroachment, has been 
incorporated in the design tables. 

For the erosion analysis, the worst cases involve erosion at the slab 
corner due to trucks placed either at the corner, when there is no concrete 
shoulder, or inward from the corner, when there is a concrete shoulder. For 
design purposes, the most severe case, 6 percent trucks at the edge, is 
assumed. This is incorporated in the design tables and charts. 

3.2.2 Development of Erosion Analysis 

Current mechanistic design procedures are based on the principle of 
limiting the flexural stresses in a slab to safe values. This is done so 
that fatigue cracking due to load repetitions is avoided. Safety factors or 
other aspects of design are selected so that design results agree with 
pavement performance as much as possible. 

For some time it has been apparent that there is an important mode of 
distress, in addition to fatigue cracking, that needs to be addressed in the 
design process. This is the erosion of material beneath and beside the 
slab. Many repetitions of heavy axle loads at slab corners and edges cause 
pumping, erosion of subgrade, subbase, and shoulder materials, voids under 
and adjacent to the slab, and faulting of pavement joints, especially in 
pavements with undoweled joints. 

These particular pavement distresses are considered to be more closely 
related to pavement deflections than to flexural stresses. Thus, it would 
seem that a starting point in the development of a mechanistic design 
procedure to control erosion should be based on the magnitude of repeated 
deflections at slab joints, corners, and edges. 

Attempts to correlate deflections to AASHO Road Test performance and to 
faulting studies were not successful, even though the principal mode of 
failure of concrete pavements at the AASHO Road Test was pumping of granular 
subbase from under the slabs. It was found that, to be able to predict the 
AASHO Road Test performance, different values of deflection criteria would 
have to be applied to different slab thicknesses, and to a small extent, 
different foundation moduli (k-values). 

Better correlation was obtained by multiplying the computed corner 
deflection values (w) by computed pressure values (p) at the slab-foundation 
interface. 

Guided by the concept that power, or rate of work, with which an axle 
load pounded the slab might be the key, the above pw (in.-lb) was divided by 
a measure of the length of the deflection basin (radius of relative 
stiffness, in.). The concept is that a thin pavement with its shorter 
deflection basin receives a faster load punch than a thicker slab. That is, 
at equal pw's and equal truck speed, the thinner slab is subjected to a 
faster rate of work, or power (in-lb/sec). Successful correlation to road 
test performance was obtained with the following expression: 

Power= 268.7 (p2/h) k(-o.73) 
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where: 
h = Slab thickness, inches 
k = Modulus of subgrade reaction, pci 
p = Estimated pressure at the slab foundation interface, psi 

Included in the development of this erosion analysis were attempts to 
correlate the design results with studies on joint faulting. In these 
studies, the degree of joint faulting and serviceability of pavements was 
related to pavement thickness, heavy truck count, and other factors. These 
studies included pavements in Wisconsin, Minnesota, North Dakota, Georgia, 
and California, and included a range of variables not found at the AASHO Road 
Test. These include a greater number of trucks, undoweled pavements, a wide 
range of years of pavement service, and stabilized sub bases. It was intended 
that, if possible, the erosion analysis be developed to fit the Road Test 
data and the results of these faulting studies. 

where: 

This resulted in the development of the following equation: 

log N = 14.524- 6.777 (CLP - 9.0)0.l03 

N = Allowable load repetitions to the end of the design period 
P = Power as defined above in terms of h and k 
CL= Subbase adjustment factor 

The constants in the equation were selected to make the expression 
fitting the Road Test data also fit the faulting studies; CL is an 
adjustment that has a value close to 1.00 for normal suboases and decreases 
to about 0.90 for high-strength subbases. 

where: 

The equation for erosion damag_e is: 

Percent Erosion Damage= 100.Eni (C/Ni) 

!li = Expected number of axle load repetitions in axle group i 
Ni= Allowable number of repetitions in axle group i 
C = (for 6 percent trucks at edge) 0.06 for pavements without 

shoulder, and 0.94 for pavements with concrete shoulder 

Design charts show allowable N values as C/Ni, to save a design 
calculation step. 

Figure 4-3.4 shows pavement thickness derived from the erosion 
criterion compared with terminal roughness due to faulting (SVF), terminal 
serviceability (PSI), and terminal joint faulting; the latter three items 
were determined from the two faulting studies. Generally accepted terminal 
values are: SVF of 11 to 14, PSI of 2.0 to 2.5, and faulting of 4 to 7 
thirty-seconds of an inch. 

It can be seen that the design thicknesses, when incorporated as inputs 
to the equations from the other studies, do approximately predict the 
appropnate terminal conditions. 

The data in Figure 4-3.4 suggest that "good" and "poor" used in these 
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studies refer to whether the pavement foundation is predominantly in a 
free-draining, dry condition, or in a poorly drained, wet condition. So far, 
this aspect of design has not been included in the design procedure but it 
deserves further study. 

The erosion analysis is suggested for use as a guideline. It may be 
modified based on local ~xperience, since climate, drainage, local factors, 
and new design innovatiohsmay have an influence. Accordingly, the 100 
percent erosion damage criterion, an index number correlated to general 
performance experience, may be increased or decreased based on specific 
performance data gathered in the future for more favorable or more adverse 
conditions. 

3.2.3 Variation in Concrete Strength 

The variation of concrete strength is considered in the design 
procedure. Expected ranges of variations in the concrete's modulus of 
rupture have far greater effect than the usual variations in the properties 
of other materials (subgrade and subbase strength, layer thicknesses, etc.). 
Variation in concrete strength is introduced by reducing the modulus of 
rupture by one standard deviation. 

For design purposes, a coefficient of variation of 15 percent is 
assumed and is incorporated into the design charts and tables. The user does 
not directly apply this effect. The value of 15 percent represents 
fair-to-good quality control, and, combined with other effects, was selected 
as being realistic and giving reasonable design results. 

3.2.4 Concrete Strength Gain With Age 

The 28-day flexural strength (modulus of rupture) is used as the design 
strength. However, the procedure incorporates the effect of concrete 
strength gain after 28 days. The user does not directly apply this factor 
but simply inputs the 28-day value as the design strength. 

3.2.5 Fatigue 

The flexural fatigue criterion used in the procedure is shown in Figure 
4-3.5 and, except in the high load repetition range, is the same as that 
used in the previous PCA method. This change, which usually does not have 
much effect on design thickness, was made to eliminate the discontinuity in 
the old PCA curve that sometimes caused unrealistic effects. 

The allowable number of load repetitions for a given axle load is 
determined based on the stress ratio (flexural stress divided by the 28-day 
modulus of rupture, ASTM C78). The designer does not need to determine the 
fatigue life from Figure 4-3.5 directly; the fatigue curve is incorporated 
into the design nomograph. 

Use of the fatigue criterion is made on Miner's hypothesis that fatigue 
resistance not consumed by repetitions of one load is available for 
repetitions of other loads. Theoretically, the total fatigue consumed should 
not exceed 100 percent. 

592 



0.9 ---------------------

0.8 

~ r CURVE BY HILSDORF AND KESLER 
0 WITH CONSTANT PROBABILITY 0.05 -I-
<( 0.7 
0:: 
(/) 

V, 
(/) 

I.O w 
l.;l 0:: 

I- 0.6 
(/) 

I "'- OLD PCA 

0.5 I-
CURVE~ 

................ .......... __ 
EXTENTED CURVE__,,/ ---

I 
0.4 

102 103 104 105 106 107 

LOAD REPETITIONS 

Figure 4-J,5, Old and New PCA Curves. 



Combined with the effect of reducing the design modulus of rupture by 
one standard deviation, the fatigue criterion is considered to be 
conservative for design purposes. 

3.2.6 Warping and Curling of Concrete 

The PCA procedure does not include curling and warping stresses in its 
analyses. The exclusion of these stresses can produce a non-conservative 
design. Recent studies have shown that these stresses contribute to the 
wheel load stress developing under traffic which can produce a stress ratio 
for fatigue life that is greater than with the wheel load alone. 

3.2. 7 Tridem Axles 

While the conventional single-axle and tandem-axle truck configurations 
are still the predominant loads on U. S. highways, use of triple axles is 
increasing. These are seen on some over-the-road trucks and on special haul 
roads for coal trucks. 

The triple axle may be more damaging from an erosion ( deflection) 
standpoint than from a fatigue standpoint. Analysis of these triple axles 
can be performed in the PCA procedure, using information provided in Appendix 
C of the PCA Manual (17). 

3.2.8 Lean Concrete Subbase 

Appendix B of the PCA manual (17) provides guidance on designing a 
concrete pavement with a lean concrete layer, either as a subbase or as the 
lower layer in a monolithic slab. Lean concrete is stronger than 
conventional subbase materials and is considered to be nonerodable. Use of 
lean concrete will therefore permit a reduction in the surface slab thickness 
design. 

3.3 Design Procedure 

Figure 4-3.6 shows the format for working design problems. It requires 
a projection of the weights and volumes of axle loads that will traffic the 
pavement over a selected design period. 

The weights of axle loads are multiplied by a load safety factor 
(LSF = 1.0, 1.1, or 1.2) which is selected by the designer depending on the 
type of facility ranging from a light-traffic secondary road on up to a busy, 
multi-lane highway. 

Both a stress-fatigue analysis and an erosion analysis are shown on the 
design worksheet. The fatigue analysis will usually control the design of 
light-traffic pavements (residential streets and secondary roads) with or 
without dowels, and medium-traffic pavements with dowels. The erosion 
analysis will usually control the design of medium- and heavy-traffic 
pavements with undowelled (aggregate interlock) joints and heavy-traffic 
pavements with dowelled joints. 
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Calculation of Pavement Thi(;kness 

Project De.57tz 14 &uc- lane lalers/4/e; r4"ra../ 
Trial thickness q. 5" in. Doweled joints: yes ~ no ____ _ 

Concrete shoulder: yes __ no ~ 

Design period 20 _ years 

Subbase-subgrade k --~/c..-1~0~_ pci 

Modulus of rupture. MR __ b-..£~0 __ psi 

Load safety factor, LSF _ ___,_/-'-. ...,2."'--_ 
~;,n. vnh-e~cl SL'/bb~e 

Fatigue analysis Erosion ana!ys1s 
Axle Multiplied Expected 
load, by repetitions 
kips LSF Allowable Fatigue, Allowable Damage_ 

/.2 repetitions percent repetitions percent 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

8. Equivalent stress 2 0&;- 10. Erosion factor 2.S9 

Single Axles 
9. Stress ratio factor CJ, .3 / 7 

11; Equivalent stress. /92 13. Erosion factor _ ___..2"--'''-7L--,i-9'-

Tandem Axles 12. Stress ratio factor O. 2 9 ,;--

Total Total 

Figure 4 - 3 . 6 • PCA Design Worksheet. 
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The figures to be used with the design worksheet are: 

Concrete Joint Load Fatigue 
Shoulder Transfer Analysis 

No Dowels 8a,9 
No Aggregate Interlock 8a,9 
Yes Dowels 8b,9 
Yes Aggregate Interlock 8b,9 

3.4 Example Problem 

The following example will be done manually as well as demonstrate 
PCAP AV (29) a computerized version of the design procedure. Figure 4-3. 7 is 
a blank worksheet provided for this example problem. 

Given: 

Find: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

Traffic during design period: 5,000,000 ESAL (685/day). 

Subgrade k = 125 pci. 

Concrete flexural strength Mr : 700 psi. 

Joint spacing = 40 ft. 

Dowel bars: 1.25 in. diam. spaced at 12 in. intervals. 

No shoulders. 

Required concrete thickness by the PCA method. 

Solution: 

1. A rigorous traffic analysis requires the use of loadometer tables; 
however, assume that the road will be used by single axle trucks 
loaded to 18 kips/axle, so that the ESAL = 685 per day. 

2. A load safety factor of 1.2 is recommended by the procedure for 
high volume roads. 

3. Assume a trial thickness of 8 in. 

4. Enter 18,000 in column 1, single axles on Figure 4-3. 7. 

5. Multiply 18,000 by the load safety factor (1.2) and enter 21,600 
in column 2. 

6. Enter 5,000,000 in column 3. 
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I 
I 

I 

I 

Calculation of Pavement Thickness 

Project-----------------------------------------

Trial thickness ________ _ 

Subbase-subgrade k ______ _ 

Modulus of rupture. MR _____ _ 

Load safety factor. LSF _____ _ 

Axle 
load, 
kips 

Multiplied 
by 

LSF 

2 

Single Axles 

I 

I 

Expected 
repetitions 

3 

in. 

pci 

psi 

Doweled Joints yes __ no __ _ 

Concrete shoulder· yes ____ no __ _ 

Design period ____ years 

Fatigue analysis 

Allowable 
repetitions 

4 

Fatigue, 
percent 

5 

Erosion analysis 

Allowable 
repetitions 

6 

Damage, 
percent 

7 

8. Equivalent stress ____ _ 10. Erosion factor _____ _ 

9. Stress ratio factor ___ _ 

11. Equivalent stress ____ _ 13. Erosion factor _____ _ 

Tandem Axles 
12. Stress ratio factor ___ _ 

Figure 4-3.7. 

I i 

Total 

Blank Worksheet for Example Problem. 
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7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

Refer to Figure 4-3.8a (no concrete shoulders) and determine the 
equivalent stress in an 8 in. pavement due to a single axle load. 
Note that this table gives equivalent stress values for subgrade k 
of 100 and 200; it is therefore necessary to interpolate this 
value for subgrade k of 125. From Figure 4-3.Sa the equivalent 
stress fork= 100 is 275 psi, and for k = 200 is 243 psi. A 
linear interpolation results in 267 psi fork= 125. Enter this 
value on line 8 of Figure 4-3.7. 

Determine the stress ratio. 
SR = Equivalent stress/Modulus of rupture 

= 267/700 
= 0.381 

Referring to Figure 4-3.9 locate 21,600 (from step 5) on the left 
most (single axle load) scale. 

Locate 0.381 on the stress ratio factor scale. 

Connect a line between the points determined in steps 9 and lO and 
extend this line until it intersects the allowable load 
repetitions scale. Note that in this case the intersection occurs 
at approximately 6 million applications. Enter this value under 
column 4 of Figure 4-3.7. 

Refer to Figure 4-3.lOa (doweled joints, no shoulders) and 
determine the erosion factors for k = 100 and k = 200, i.e., = 
2.82 and 2.80 respectively. Since the difference in these factors 
is small, an erosion factor= 2.82 can be used fork= 125. Enter 
this value on line 10 of Figure 4-3.7. 

Referring to Figure 4-3.11 locate 22.6 kips on the leftmost single 
axle load) scale. Use Figure 4-3.12 and Figure 4-3.13 if 
shoulders are present. 

Locate 2.82 on the erosion factor scale. 

Draw a straight line through the points located in steps 13 and 14 
and extend this line until it intersects the allowable load 
repetitions scale. This intersection occurs at approximately 
5,000,000 repetitions. Enter this value in column 6 of Figure 
4-3.7. 

Calculate the fatigue and damage percents as: 
FP = Col 3/Col 4 

= (5,000,000/6,000,000) X 100 
=83% 

DP= Col 3/Col 6 
= (5,000,000/5,000,000) X 100 
= 100 
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Slab 
thickness, 

in. 50 

4 825/679 
4.5 699/586 

5 602/516 
5.5 526/461 

6 465/416 
6.5 417/380 

7 375/349 
7.5 340/323 

8 311/300 
8.5 285/281 

9 264/264 
9.5 245/248 

10 228/235 
10.5 213/222 

11 200/211 
11.5 188/201 

12 177/192 
12.5 168/183 

13 159/176 
13.5 152/168 

14 144/162 

Figure 4-3.Sa. 

Slab 
thickness, 

in. 50 

4 640/534 
4.5 547/461 

5 475/404 
5.5 418/360 

6 372/325 
6.5 334/295 

7 302/270 
7.5 275/250 

8 252/232 
8.5 232/216 

9 215/202 
9.5 200/190 

10 186/179 
10.5 174/170 

11 164/161 
11.5 154/153 

12 145/146 
12.5 137/139 

13 130/133 
13.5 124/127 

14 118/122 

Figure 4-3. Sb. 

k of subgrade-subbase, pci 

100 150 200 300 500 700 

726/585 671 /542 634/516 584/486 523/457 484/443 
616/500 571/460 540/435 498/406 448/378 417 /363 

531/436 493/399 467/376 432/349 390/321 363/307 
464/387 431/353 409/331 379/305 343/278 320/264 

411/348 382/316 362/296 336/271 304/246 285/232 
367 /317 341/286 324/267 300/244 273/220 256/207 

331/290 307/262 292/244 271/222 246/199 231 /186 
300/268 279/241 265/224 246/203 224/181 210/169 

274/249 255/223 242/208 225/188 205/167 192/155 
252/232 234/208 222/193 206/174 188/154 177 /143 

232/218 216/195 205/181 190/163 174/144 163/133 
215/205 200/183 190/170 176/153 161/134 151/124 

200/193 186/173 177 /160 164/144 150/126 141/117 
187 /183 174/164 165/151 153/136 140/119 132/110 

175/174 163/155 154/143 144/129 131/113 123/104 
165/165 153/148 145/136 135/122 123/107 116/98 

155/158 144/141 137/130 127/116 116/102 109/93 
147/151 136/135 129/124 120/111 109/97 103/89 

139/144 129/129 122/119 113/106 103/93 97/85 
132/138 122/123 116/114 107/102 98/89 92/81 

125/133 116/118 110/109 102/98 93/85 88/78 

Equivalent Stress - No Concrete 
Shoulder (Single Axle/Tandem Axle) 

I< of subgrade-subbase, pci 

100 150 200 300 500 700 

559/468 517/439 489/422 452/403 409/388 383/384 
479/400 444/372 421/356 390/338 355/322 333/316 

417/349 387/323 367/308 341/290 311/274 294/267 
368/309 342/285 324/271 302/254 276/238 261/231 

327/277 304/255 289/241 270/225 247/210 234/203 
294/251 274/230 260/218 243/203 223/188 212/180 

266/230 248/210 236/198 220/184 203/170 192/162 
243/211 226/193 215/182 201/168 185/155 176/148 

222/196 207 /179 197 /168 185/155 170/142 162/135 
205/182 191 /166 182/156 170/144 157/131 150/125 

190/171 177/155 169/146 158/134 146/122 139/116 
176/160 164/146 157/137 147/126 136/114 129/108 

164/151 153/137 146/129 137/118 127/107 121 /101 
154/143 144/130 137/121 128/111 119/101 113/95 

144/135 135/123 129/115 120/105 112/95 106/90 
136/128 127/117 121/109 113/100 105/90 100/85 

128/122 120/111 114/104 107/95 99/86 95/81 
121/117 113/106 108/99 101/91 94/82 90/77 

115/112 107/101 102/95 96/86 89/78 85/73 
109/107 102/97 97/91 91/83 85/74 81/70 

104/103 97/93 93/87 87/79 81/71 77167 

EQuivalent St~ess - Conc~ete Shoulder 
{Single Axle/Tandem AxleJ 
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Figure 4-3 .lOb. 

50 100 200 300 500 700 

3.74/3.83 3. 73/3. 79 3. 72/3.75 3. 71/3. 73 3. 70/3. 70 3.68/3.67 
3.59/3. 70 3.57/365 3.56/3.61 3.55/3.58 3.54/3.55 3.52/3.53 

3.45/358 3.43/3.52 3.42/3.48 3.41/3.45 3.40/3 42 3.38/340 
3.33/3.47 3.31 /3.41 3.29/3.36 3 28/3.33 3.27/3.30 3.26/3.28 

3.22/3.38 3.19/3.31 3.18/3.26 3.17/3.23 3.15/3.20 3.14/3.17 
3.11/3.29 3.09/3.22 3.07/3.16 3.06/3.13 3 05/310 3.0313.07 

3.02/3.21 2.99/3.14 2 97 /3.08 2 96/3.05 2.95/301 2.94/2.98 
2. 93/3.14 2.91/3.06 2.88/3.00 2.87/2.97 2.86/2.93 2.84/2.90 

2.85/3.07 2.82/2.99 2.80/2.93 2. 79/2.89 2. 77/2.85 2.76/2.82 
277/3.01 2.74/2.93 2. 72/2.86 2. 71/2.82 2.69/2. 78 2.68/2. 75 

2. 70/2.96 2.67/2.87 2.65/2.80 2.63/2. 76 2.62/2. 71 2.61 /2.68 
2.63/2.90 2.60/2.81 2.58/2.74 2. 56/2. 70 2.55/2.65 2.54/2.62 

2.56/2.85 2.54/2. 76 2.51/2.68 2.50/2.64 2.48/2.59 2.47 /2.56 
2.50/2.81 2.47/2.71 2.45/2.63 2.44/2.59 2.42/2.54 2.41/2.51 

2.44/2. 76 2.42/2.67 2.39/2.58 2.38/2.54 2.36/2.49 2.35/2.45 
2.38/2.72 2.36/2.62 2.33/2.54 2.32/2.49 2.30/2.44 2.29/2.40 

2.33/2.68 2.30/2.58 2.28/2.49 2.26/2.44 2.25/2.39 2.23/2.36 
2.28/2.64 2.25/2 54 2.23/2.45 2.21/2.40 2.19/2.35 2. 18/2.31 

2.23/2 61 2.20/2.50 2.18/2,41 2.16/2.36 2.14/2.30 2.13/2.27 
2.18/2.57 2. 15/2.47 2.13/2.37 2.11/2.32 2.09/2.26 2.08/2.23 

2.13/2.54 2.11/2.43 2.08/2.34 2.07/2.29 2.05/2.23 2.03/2.19 

Erosion Factors - Doweled Joints, No Concrete Shoulder 
(Single Axle/Tandem Axle) 

k of subgrade-subbase, pci 

50 100 200 300 500 700 

3.94/4 03 3.91/3.95 3.88/3.89 3.86/3.86 3.82/3.83 3.77/3.80 

3. 79/3.91 3. 76/3.82 3. 73/3.75 3.71 /3. 72 3.68/3.68 3.64/3.65 

3.66/3.81 3.63/3. 72 3.60/3.64 3.58/3.60 3.55/3.55 3.52/3.52 

3.54/3.72 3.51/3. 62 3.48/3.53 3.46/3.49 3.43/3.44 3.41/3.40 

3.44/3.64 3.40/3.53 3.37/3.44 3.35/3.40 3.32/3.34 3.30/3.30 

3.34/3.56 3.30/3.46 3.26/3.36 3.25/3.31 3.22/3.25 3.20/3.21 

3.26/3.49 3.21/3.39 3.17/3.29 3.15/3.24 3.13/3.17 3.11/3.13 

3.18/3.43 3.13/3.32 3.09/3.22 3.07/3.17 3.04/3.10 3.02/3.06 

3.11/3.37 3.05/3.26 3,01/3.16 2.99/3.10 2.96/3.03 2.94/2.99 

3.04/3.32 2.98/3.21 2.93/3.10 2.91/3.04 2.88/2.97 2.87/2.93 

2.98/3.27 2.91/3.16 2.86/3.05 2.84/2.99 2.81/2.92 2. 79/2.87 

2.92/3.22 2.85/3.11 2.80/3.00 2.77/2.94 2. 75/2.86 2.73/2.81 

2.86/3.18 2. 79/3.06 2.74/2.95 2.71/2.89 2.68/2.81 2.66/2. 76 

2.81/3.14 2. 74/3.02 2.68/2.91 2.65/2.84 2.62/2. 76 2.60/2. 72 

2. 77/3. 10 2.69/2.98 2.63/2.86 2. 60/2.80 2.57/2.72 2.54/2.67 

2. 72/3.06 2.64/2. 94 2.58/2.82 2.55/2.76 2.51/2.68 2.49/2.63 

2.6813.03 2.60/2.90 2.53/2. 78 2.50/2.72 2.46/2.64 2.44/2.59 

2.64/2. 99 2.55/2.87 2.48/2.75 2.45/2.68 2.41/2.60 2.39/2.55 

2.60/2. 96 2.51/2.83 2.44/2.71 2.40/2.65 2.36/2.56 2.34/2.51 

2.56/2. 93 2.47/2.80 2.40/2.68 2.36/2. 61 2.32/2.53 2.30/2.48 

2.53 2. 90 2.44/2. 77 2.36/2.65 2.32/2. 58 2.28/2.50 2.25/2.44 

E(tQsion Factors - Aggregqte-lnterlock Joints, 
~1ng1e Axle/Tandem AxleJ 
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Figure 4- 2.11. Erosion Analysis - Allowable Load Repetitions Based on Erosion Factor 

(without concrete shoulder) 
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Slab k of subgrade-subbase, pci 
thickness, 

in. 50 100 200 300 500 700 

4 3.28/3.30 3.24/3.20 3.21/3.13 3.19/3.10 3.15/3.09 3.12/3.08 
4.5 3.13/3.19 3.09/3.08 3.06/3.00 3.04/2.96 3.01/2.93 2.98/2.91 

5 3.01/3.09 2.97/2.98 2.93/2.89 2.90/2.84 2.87/2. 79 2.85/2.77 
5.5 2.90/3.01 2.85/2.89 2.81/2. 79 2. 79/2. 74 2. 76/2.68 2.73/2.65 

6 2.79/2.93 2. 75/2.82 2. 70/2. 71 2.68/2.65 2.65/2.58 2.62/2.54 
6.5 2.70/2.86 2.65/2. 75 2.61/2.63 2.58/2.57 2.55/2.50 2.52/2.45 

7 2.61/2. 79 2.56/2.68 2.52/2.56 2.49/2.50 2.46/2.42 2.43/2.38 
7.5 2.53/2. 73 2.48/2.62 2.44/2.50 2.41/2.44 2.38/2.36 2.35/2.31 

8 2.46/2.68 2.41/2.56 2.36/2.44 2.33/2.38 2.30/2.30 2.27/2.24 
8.5 2.39/2.62 2.34/2.51 2.29/2.39 2.26/2.32 2.22/2.24 2.20/2.18 

9 2.32/2.57 2.27/2.46 2.22/2.34 2.19/2.27 2.16/2.19 2.13/2.13 
9.5 2.26/2.52 2.21/2.41 2.16/2.29 2.13/2.22 2.09/2.14 2.0712.08 

10 2.20/2.47 2.15/2.36 2.10/2.25 2.07/2.18 2.03/2.09 2.01/2.03 
10.5 2.15/2.43 2.09/2.32 2.04/2.20 2.01/2.14 1.97/2.05 1.95/1.99 

11 2.10/2.39 2.04/2.28 1. 99/2.16 1.95/2.09 1.92/2.01 1.89/1.95 
11.5 2.05/2.35 1.99/2.24 1.93/2.12 1.90/2.05 1.87/1.97 1.84/1.91 

12 2.00/2.31 1.94/2.20 1.88/2.09 1.85/2.02 1.82/1.93 1.79/1.87 

12.5 1.95/2.27 1.89/2.16 1.84/2.05 1.81/1.98 1.77/1.89 1.7 4/1.84 

13 1.91/2.23 1.85/2.13 1. 79/2.01 1.76/1.95 1. 72/1.86 1. 70/1.80 

13.5 1.86/2.20 1.81/2.09 1. 75/1. 98 1. 72/1.91 1.68/1.83 1.65/1. 77 

14 1.82/2.17 1. 76/2.06 1. 71/1.95 1.67/1.88 1.64/1.80 1.61/1.74 

Figure 4-_3 .12a. Erosion Factors - Doweled Joints, Concrete Shoulder 
(Single Axle/Tandem Axle) 

Slab k of subgrade-subbase, pci 
thickness, 

in. so 100 200 300 500 700 

4 3.46/3.49 3.42/3.39 3.38/3.32 3.36/3.29 3.32/3.26 3.28/3.24 
4.5 3.32/3.39 3.28/3.28 3.24/3.19 3.22/3.16 3.19/3.12 3.15/3.09 

5 3.20/3.30 3.16/3.18 3.12/3.09 3.10/3.05 3.0713.00 3.04/2.97 
5.5 3.10/3.22 3.05/3.10 3.01/3.00 2.99/2.95 2.96/2.90 2.93/2.86 

6 3.00/3.15 2.95/3.02 2.90/2.92 2.88/2.87 2.86/2.81 2.83/2.77 
6.5 2.91 /3.08 2.86/2.96 2.81/2.85 2.79/2.79 2. 76/2. 73 2. 74/2.68 

7 2.83/3.02 2.77/2.90 2. 73/2. 78 2.70/2.72 2.68/2.66 2.65/2.61 
7.5 2.76/2.97 2. 70/2.84 2.65/2.72 2.62/2.66 2.60/2.59 2.57/2.54 

8 2.69/2.92 2.63/2.79 2.57/2.67 2.55/2.61 2.52/2.53 2.5012.48 
8.5 2.63/2.88 2.56/2. 74 2.51 /2.62 2.48/2.55 2.45/2.48 2.43/2.43 

9 2.57/2.83 2.50/2.70 2.44/2.57 2.42/2.51 2.39/2.43 2.36/2.38 
9.5 2.51 /2. 79 2.44/2.65 2.38/2.53 2.36/2.46 2.33/2.38 2.30/2.33 

10 2.46/2. 75 2.39/2.61 2.33/2.49 2.30/2.42 2.27/2.34 2.24/2.28 
10.5 2.41/2. 72 2.33/2.58 2.27/2.45 2.24/2.38 2.21/2.30 2.19/2.24 

11 2.36/2.68 2.28/2.54 2.22/2.41 2.19/2.34 2. 16/2.26 2.14/2.20 
11.5 2.32/2.65 2.24/2.51 2.17/2.38 2.14/2.31 2.11/2.22 2.09/2.16 

12 2.28/2.62 2.19/2.48 2.13/2.34 2.10/2.27 2.06/2.19 2.04/2.13 
12.5 2.24/2.59 2. 15/2.45 2.09/2.31 2.05/2.24 2.02/2.15 1.99/2.10 

13 2.20/2.56 2.11/2.42 2.04/2.28 2.01/2.21 1.98/2.12 1.95/2.06 
13.5 2.16/2.53 2.08/2.39 2.0012.25 1.97/2.18 1. 93/2.09 1.91/2.03 

14 2.13/2.51 2.04/2.36 1. 97/2. 23 1.93/2.15 1.89/2.06 1.87/2.00 

Figure 4-3.12b. Erosion Factors - Agfregate-Interlock Joints, Concrete Shoulder 
(Single Axle/Tandem xle) 
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Figure 4-3.13. Erosion Analysis - Allowable Load Repetitions Based on 
Erosion Factor (With Concrete Shoulder). 
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Answer: 

An 8-inch dowelled concrete pavement is just adequate to sustain 
5,000,000 ESAL. The PCAPA V computer program was executed with the same input 
variables to verify the results. The input and output screens are shown in 
Figures 4-3.14 and 4-3.15. 

3.5 Summary of the PCA Procedure 

The thickness design procedure by the Portland Cement Association 
includes consideration of failure due to erosion of subbase materials as well 
as the traditional consideration of failure due to fatigue cracking. 

The design is based on pavement stress and deflection data determined 
with a finite element computer program that models doweled and aggregate 
interlock joints, and pavements with and without concrete shoulders. The 
procedure also considers truck load placement, variation in concrete 
strength, different subbase materials, and concrete strength gain with age. 

4.0 SUMMARY 

There are several rigid pavement design and analysis procedures 
available. Some of these procedures offer many unusual capabilities in 
analyzing different design situations. Several of these procedures could be 
utilized by designers to develop designs for various components of the 
pavement such as shoulders (see Module 4-4), joints and reinforcement. 

It is strongly recommended that no matter what design procedure is used 
by an agency or consultant to develop the pavement design, it should be 
checked using one or more other design procedures or analysis models or 
procedures. Each design procedure has its strengths and weaknesses, and only 
through the use of two or more design or analysis procedures will it be 
possible to determine the adequacy of the-pavement design. Design checks 
using other available design and analysis procedures are common in all 
branches of engineering, and should also be used in pavement design. 
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: 08-22-87 Prcpnet.w,r Sof t~,;arn of PORTL.~D CEMENT t:-\S:30CIATICN 
Pa. ✓eri":ent Design Data 

:l"!odulu:. of Suc,;i/Jubt t< 125.0 r<:r :A.xle Lo,,d •,:at. l.Li9r1t 
,.Mc,<jt__;lu 0

.~ oF ~;upt,L;1~-e MR 700.0 PSI 2.Medium 

:A D T T 62.S.IJC 

:De3i•;::n Li fo 2C Years 

.:Lobd Transfer 
At. Joint 1. [J01,;el 
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1. Cone. Shoulde(· 

1. LO 
..-:.. _ l. l 
3. 1.2 

Figure 4-3.14. 

3.i·'ea,,y 
4.'iery Heavy 
5. Input ,~\>des 

Maxirri.lm Single axle load 22 KIPS: 
Maximum Ta.ildem axle load 36 KIPS: 

SPL 
KIPS 
22 
20 
rn 
E 
14 ,.., 
c.:. 

lO 
8 
D 

4 

A X L E L O A D S 
Axles 
/lJOO 

0.00 
0.00 

uo.co 
0.00 
C.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.DO 
CJ.CO 
O.·JO 

TAL.. A><lss 
KIPS /1000 
36 O.CD 
32 0.00 
28 
24 
::o 
16 
12 

8 
4 
J 

O.'.JC 
C.00 
C .. DC 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
o.co 
O.OC 

PCAPAV Input Screens (l.2_). 
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-

PCAPAV(TM) 1.10 Pagel 15:31:54 
08-22-87 Proprietary Software of PORTLAND CEl"ENT ASSOCIATICN 

Project: pdtc 
Engineer: design 
Input Data: AXLE 

Axles per 
Sinc;ile 

L D A D S 
1000 T:-ucks 
Tande.n 

SUbgrade / SUbbase K 125.0 PCI 
Modulus of Rupture MR 700.0 PSI 
Avg. Daily Truck Traffic (2 way) ADTr 
Design Life 29 years 

685.00 

Doweled Joints · 
No Concrete Shculcen:; 
Load Safety Factor 1.2 
Estirr.ated Paven:ent Thickness 8.0 IN 

Design Thickness =7.5 Inches 

22 
20 
18 
16 
14 
12 
10 
8 
6 
4 

0.00 
0.00 

100.00 
0.00 
o.oc 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

36 0.00 
32 0.00 
28 0.00 
24 0.00 
20 o.co 
16 0.00 
12 0.00 
8 0.00 
4 0.00 
0 0.00 

Lead Repetitions --Fatis;ue /~na.:.ysis--- ---Erosion Analysis---

S{~L *LSF A>:le/ Ex;::,ect;ed Sti--ess Aliowable Fatigue Power AlloWcble E.-osion 
lOCO Reps Ratio Reps Consump Reps 

22 26.4 0.00 0. 0.590 ******'4Ct<- 0.00 41.225 *"'**)l(;t(~* 0.00 
20 24.0 0.00 0. 0.539 )l:;l(:t<:lelt:iCl:::l<*°l: 0.00 34.070 :j(',l(****'!Cl,..°1:X o.oc 
18 21.6 100.00 250025. 0.489 1398539. 17.88 27.597 3887592. 6.43 
16 19.2 0.00 0. 0.437 :.tcl<~l<*:1,:1<:1,** 0.00 21.805 :,i(*'"***'l<*** 0.00 
14 16.S 0.00 0. 0.386 ***""~:t::1<*:1::1' 0.00 16.694 '"*'iC!Ci<*)tCi.;.'!<.'i< 0.00 
12 14.4 0.00 0. 0.334 *:¥:i<*;iq;J<:~:iCk 0.00 12.265 *'¥''*··~.,;)l<:t-'t-:l< 0.00 
lO 12.0 c.co 0. 0.261 ,;:;..:)l<*,t-:Y-,j::jek;t 0.00 8v5~:..8 *"'*'~*:r.,ic;<:~:'.( 0.00 
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MODULE4-4 

RIGID PAVEMENT SHOULDER DESIGN 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module deals specifically with the design of rigid pavement 
shoulders for conventional mainline rigid pavements (JPCP, JRCP and CRCP). 
The overall need for and the design of flexible shoulders is presented in 
Module 3-4, "Flexible Pavement Shoulder Design." The information presented 
in that module will not be repeated in this module, therefore, it is 
recommended that Module 3-4 be read prior to this module. 

Upon completion of this module (and the additional related material in 
Module 3-4 ), the participant will be able to accomplish the following: 

1. Briefly summarize the performance of rigid pavement shoulders and 
identify the effects that a properly designed tied rigid pavement 
shoulder should have on the adjacent rigid pavement traffic lane. 

2. List the types of rigid shoulder pavements that could feasibly be 
used with each of the conventional mainline rigid pavement types. 

3. Describe guidelines for tieing the rigid shoulder to the adjacent 
traffic lane, and for sealing the longitudinal joint. 

4. Determine appropriate joint spacing for jointed concrete shoulders 
adjacent to JPCP, JRCP and CRCP mainline pavements. 

5. Determine slab and base/subbase thicknesses for a rigid shoulder 
and provide subdrainage recommendations. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

Major topics addressed in this module include the performance of rigid 
shoulders, the effects of a rigid shoulder on adjacent lane performance, 
selection of the type of rigid shoulder pavement, longitudinal joint design 
and thickness design. Information related to shoulder design in general and 
design of flexible shoulders for rigid pavements can be found in Module 3-4. 

3.0 PERFORMANCE OF RIGID SHOULDERS 

PCC shoulders have been constructed for many years on some urban 
expressways, but only since the 1960's on rural highways. The first rural 
highway experimental concrete shoulders were built in Illinois in 1965 with 
several to follow around the U. S. The good performance of these pavements 
led to the design and construction of concrete shoulders in many states since 
that time. It has now become standard practice in many states and foreign 
countries to utilize concrete shoulders for rigid pavements (5_,~,1,.2,10,12). 

4.0 EFFECTS OF A TIED RIGID PAVEMENT SHOULDER ON MAINLINE PAVEMENT 

The major effects of a rigid shoulder pavement on the performance of 
the mainline pavement center around the improvement of structural capacity 
and the reduction of the effects of moisture. 
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4.1 Increase in Structural Capacity 

The placement of a tied concrete shoulder next to the mainline traffic 
lane slab can substantially improve the structural load carrying capacity of 
the pavement. The tied concrete shoulder provides support to the edge which 
reduces deflections and stresses in the mainline slab. Figure 4-4.1 shows a 
reduction in measured PCC slab strains, and Figure 4-4.2 shows a reduction of 
measured edge deflections due to a tied PCC shoulder (11 ). 

Figure 4-4.3 and Figure 4-4.4 show the effect of the load transfer of 
the lane/shoulder longitudinal joint on stresses and deflections, 
respectively (1,5). As an example of the effect of these results, 
performance data from the 1967 JPCP concrete shoulders in Illinois showed 
significantly less punchouts on CRCP mainline pavement where the JPCP tied 
shoulders were located than where asphalt concrete shoulders were located 
(1,5). 

The width of the rigid shoulder is important as shown in Figure 4-4.5. 
A width of at least three feet is needed to provide the most effective stress 
reduction in the traffic lane (1,4,5.). 

4.2 Reduction in Surface Water Entering the Pavement Section 

A sealed and tied longitudinal joint between the traffic lane and the 
rigid shoulder should reduce the amount of surface runoff water entering the 
pavement structure. Field studies by Dempsey (13) in Georgia and Illinois 
showed that sealing the longitudinal lane/shoulder greatly reduced the amount 
of inflow from rainfall into the pavement structure as shown in Figure 4-4.6. 

4.3 Reduction of Pumping 

Pumping of materials beneath the mainline slab should be reduced 
through the following effects: 

1. Reduction of edge and comer deflections of the mainline slab. 

2. Reduction of the infiltration of surface runoff water into the 
lane/shoulder longitudinal joint. 

However, the pavement may still need a subdrainage system to remove rapidly 
that moisture that does enter the section (13). 

4.4 Reduction in Edge Drop-off 

Tied concrete shoulders have not shown ( even after 20 years in 
Illinois) the tendency of most flexible shoulders to settle or deteriorate, 
resulting in a potential safety hazard along the longitudinal joint. 

5.0 FEASIBLE TYPES OF RIGID SHOULDER PAVEMENT 

Three types of rigid shoulder pavements have been constructed adjacent 
to rigid pavements. These include jomted plain concrete (JPCP), jointed 
reinforced concrete (JRCP) and continuously reinforced concrete pavements 
(CRCP). The use of these pavement types for rigid shoulders depends upon 
costs, constructability and the type of mainline pavement. 
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28 

38 

8-IN. PAVEMENT 20k SINGLE AXLE 

8-IN. PAVEMENT 20k SINGLE AXLE 

Figure 4-4.1. Measured Strains for Two Jointed Concrete Pavements 
Showing Effects of Tied PCC Shoulder (observe PCC 
shoulder edge vs free edge strains, 28 vs 38 units) 
(l). 
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----·· .. 
Pavement Test Section Mean (x) Coefficient of Standard Deviation(s) 

% Variation (V) % % 

Georgia Gl Unsealed 30.6 61. 1 18.7 

Georgi a Gl Sealed 0.7 194.0 1.4 

Georgi a G2 Sealed -- -- --
Illinois Il Unsealed 26.0 76.5 19.9 

Illinois Il Sealed 16.4 69.5 11.4 

Illinois !2 Unsealed 52. l 36.7 19. l 

Illinois J. 2 Sealed 11. 6 28.4 3.3 

Percentage of Pipe Outflow= Pipe Outflow Volume x 100 
Precipitation Volume 

Figure 4-4.6. Statistical Data Based on Percentage of Pipe Outflow Showing 
Effect of Sealing Edge Joint (1)). 
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Generally, the type of shoulder pavement should match the type of 
pavement used in the mainline to provide for the best performance and best 
cost. However, there may be some exceptions to this guideline as follows: 

1. Mainline JPCP. Only JPCP type shoulders are recommended because 
of cost efficiencies involved. Also, if a longer jointed JRCP 
shoulder pavement were used, the excessive joint movements may 
cause problems in the traffic lane JPCP. 

2. Mainline JRCP. A JRCP shoulder that matches the mainline in 
design could be placed at the same time as the outer traffic 
lane. However, it is also feasible to use a JPCP shoulder. JPCP 
may be more cost effective because no reinforcement would be 
placed in the shoulder and it could be placed at the same time as 
the JRCP mainline pavement by leaving out the reinforcing steel 
and cutting transverse joints at shorter intervals. 

3. Mainline CRCP. A CRCP shoulder that matches the mainline in 
design could be placed at the same time as the outer traffic 
lane. However, it is also feasible to use a JPCP shoulder as long 
as the joint spacing is short so that joint movement will be 
minimal. This will reduce any potential effect of the movement of 
the transverse shoulder joint producing a crack in the mainline 
CRCP that ruptures the reinforcement. This has occurred where the 
shoulder has long joint spacing ( e.g., 100 ft.). The elimination 
of reinforcement in the JPCP shoulder is a major cost reduction 
item. 

6.0 DESIGN OF LONGITUDINAL JOINT BETWEEN LANE AND SHOULDER 

The longitudinal joint between the traffic lane and the shoulder is 
very critical to pavement performance. 

6.1 Effect of Longitudinal Lane/Shoulder Joint 

6.1.1 Fatigue Damage From Edge Loads 

Several studies have shown that the critical fatigue point for jointed 
concrete pavements is along the outer traffic lane edge (14,15). The 
presence of vertical shear support along the slab edge would reduce the 
stresses in the traffic lane, thus, reducing fatigue damage. Various studies 
have estimated that the adjacent lane slab thickness could be reduced by at 
least one inch due to the increased edge support (3.,11). 

6.1.2 Surface Water Entering The Pavement Section 

The amount of surface runoff entering the pavement section from the 
longitudinal joint was studied by Dempsey (.1.3.). Results showed that up to 52 
percent of precipitation volume that entered the pavement section entered 
through the longitudinal lane shoulder joint. 

6.1.3 Pumping From High Corner and Edge Deflections 

Corner and edge deflections depend largely upon load transfer at the 
transverse joint and also along the longitudinal joint as illustrated in 
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Figure 4-4.3. Any reduction in corner or edge deflection would reduce the 
amount of potential pumping. 

6.2 Design of Load Transfer for the Longitudinal Joint 

Provision of adequate load transfer can be accomplished through closely 
spaced tiebars. Tiebars can be inserted into the plastic concrete near the 
rear of the slip form paver. Bent bars can be installed by mechanical or 
manual means. The bent portion can be straightened later to tie the shoulder 
to the mainline. 

Malleable tiebars of adequate diameter ( #5 bars) and spacing (18 to 24 
ins.) placed mid-depth in the slab depth are preferable to stiffer short bars 
with large spacing intervals (5_). This will substantially reduce the 
possibility of stress concentrations above the tiebar which will cause the 
joint to spall in the vicinity of the bar. 

A keyway can also be formed in addition to the tiebars to provide for 
additional load transfer capability, although there may be construction 
difficulties in forming the keyway. 

Measured results of load transfer for several different longitudinal 
joints after about 10 years of heavy traffic are shown in Figure 4-4.7 and 
Figure 4-4.8. The design of the load transfer system definitely has a major 
effect on future load transfer. 

The following recommendations are provided for longitudinal design 
efficiencies for various types of joints. These values represent approximate 
efficiencies after 10 years of heavy traffic loadings. The estimates of 
deflection joint efficiencies are based on the data from in-service 
measurements and engineering judgement (5_). 

Joint Type Deflection Efficiency Stress Efficiency 
Tied and Keyed 
Tied Butt 

70 - 100 30 - 100 

30 ins. bar spacing 
12-24 ins. spacing 

Non-tied 

60- 80 
70- 95 

0 - 20 

6.3 Sealing of the Longitudinal Joint 

25-42 
30- 95 

0 -5 

The longitudinal joint between the traffic lane and shoulder should be 
provided with a sealant reservoir and sealed with a high quality sealant. 
This will reduce the amount of surface water entering the pavement and also 
reduce the amount of chlorides from deicing salts entering and corroding the 
tiebars. 

7.0 DESIGN OF TRANSVERSE JOINTS FOR SHOULDERS 

When the shoulder pavement type matches the mainline pavement type, the 
transverse shoulder joint should match the mainline traffic lane joint. For 
ex~mple, ~fa JPCP mainline traffic lane has a 11 to 16 ft. rand~~ sk<?"".ed 
jomt spacmg, the JPCP shoulder should exactly match the mamlme JOmt 
spacing and skew. 
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I Deflection 
:vtean Edge* Mean Edge·k 

f 

Load Transfer 
Shaul der Deflection - Deflection- Efficiency 
Design Traffic Lane Shoulder (%) 

l 

Tie bars, 0.1143 mm 0.1118 mm 97.8 
keyway, ( 0. 0045 in. ) (0.0044 in.) 

and Granular 
Subbase 

I 

2 

Tiebars, a. 1448 mm O. l 016 mm 70.2 
keyway (0.0057 in.) ( 0. 0040 in. ) 

no subbase 

3 I 
I 
! 

No tiebars. 0.2108 mm 0.0330 mm I 16.0 l key\'1ay, with ( 0. 0083 in. ) (0.0013 in.) 
granular 
subbase 

*Deflections measured with Benkleman Beam using 84.4 kN (19,000 lb) 

single axle. Procedure similar to that used at AASHO Road Test (Ref. 13) 

with outside of duals 7.5-15 cm (3-6 in.) from traffic lane slab edge 

and beam probe at traffic lane edge and at shoulder edge {creep speed 
deflection). 

Figure 4-4.7. Field Measuranent Data 
Shoulders to Detennine 
Efficiency (2_). 

on 10-Year-Old I-74 Illinois PCC 
Longitudinal Lane/Shoulder Joint 
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- . 

~·: --..'~~ Peflection 
Mean Edge Mean Edge Loacf Transfer 

Shoulder Deflection- Deflection- Efficiency 
Design Traffic Lane Shoulder (%) 

fJ.2311 mm 0.0889 mm 38.5 
Tiebars, 
and Granular (0.0091 in.) (o. oo 35 in. ) 

Subbase 
(Intermediate) 

Ti ebars, Gf't\'rl"-\1'.\,- 0.2464,mm 0.0762 mm. 31. O 

Subbase 
(Coarse) ( 0 . 0 O 9 7 in·. ) (O • o o 3 O ; n . ) 

Tiebars, 0.2159-mm 0. IO 16 mm 47.0 
with 

No Subbase (0.0085 in.) ( ·o.oo4o: in.) 

--:: 
Deflections measured with Benkleman Beam using 121.3 kN (27,300 lb) 

tandem axle. Procedure simi Jar to that used at AASH0 Road Test {Ref. 13) 

with outside of duals 7.5-15 cm (3-6 in.) from traffic Jane slab edge and 

beam probe at traffic Jane edge and at shoulder edge (creep speed deflection). 

Figure 4-4. 8. Field Measurement Data 
Shoulders to Determine 
Efficiency (5). 
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However, if the mainline pavement is a JRCP having a long joint spacing 
and a JPCP shoulder pavement is selected, the joint spacing for the JPCP 
shoulder should be much less. Figure 4-4.9 illustrates the effect of longer 
joint spacings on spalling of the transverse shoulder joints. Figure 4-4.10 
shows the effect of joint spacing on transverse cracking of the shoulder. 
Therefore, the joint spacing for the JPCP shoulder should be no longer than 
normal good joint design spacing practice (Module 4-1 ). 

General guidelines are that the maximum spacing should not be greater 
than 1.75 times the slab thickness in inches (a shoulder slab of 8 inches 
should not have a transverse joint spacing of greater than 1.75 x 8 = 14 
ft.). The final shoulder joint spacing should be adjusted so that the joints 
in the mainline JRCP are matched with joints in the shoulder. For example, a 
9 inch slab JRCP having a joint spacing of 45 ft. could have a JPCP shoulder 
having a joint spacing of 15 ft. ( maximum joint spacing is 1. 75 x 9 = 15. 75 
ft.). Any expansion joints in the mainline must also be matched with 
expansion joints in concrete shoulders. 

Transverse joints should also be provided with an adequate reservoir 
and sealed similar to the mainline joints. 

Transverse shoulder joints do not normally require dowels, even if the 
mainline pavement does contain dowels. The only exception to this would be 
where the shoulder is being designed to carry mainline traffic during rush 
hours or during an extensive time period to accommodate future major 
rehabilitation work. 

8.0 SHOULDER THICKNESS DESIGN 

8.1 Matching the Mainline pavement 

It is recommended that the shoulder rigid pavement slab matches the 
adjacent traffic lane slab thickness. This thickness of shoulder is not 
required to carry encroaching truck loads (similar to the over design for the 
inner traffic lanes that do not carry as much truck traffic as the outer lane 
does). Experience has shown that a 6 inch thick concrete shoulder will 
perform without serious structural deterioration for over 15 years under 
heavy traffic in the main line. However, having the shoulder thickness equal 
to the adjacent traffic lane slab has the following advantages: 

1. Construction is much easier. 

2. Subdrainage of the cross-section may be better because water can 
seep along the slab/base interface without laying in a "bathtub" 
trench. 

3. Differential frost heave is much less likely between the lane and 
the shoulder if they have the same cross-section. 

Thus, it is recommended that at the longitudinal joint, the shoulder 
and mainline slabs be the same thickness. The other consideration of 
shoulder thickness is that it may be tapered to a thinner section at the 
outer edge of the shoulder as shown in Figure 4-4.11. The thickness required 
at the edge is a function of the number of parked trucks on the shoulder. 
This edge becomes a critical point for fatigue damage from parking trucks. 
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Figure 4-4.11. Examples of PCC Longitudinal Shoulder Joints and Taper of 
Shoulder Thickness. 



8.2 Determining the Required Thickness for a Rigid Shoulder 

Under certain circumstances it may be desirable to determine the 
thickness required for the shoulder considering the actual traffic that is 
expected to use the shoulder. The design of rigid pavement thickness varies 
somewhat from that of the mainline slab. Detailed design procedures have 
been developed for the Federal Highway Administration for determining the 
thickness of slab required under the following two loading conditions (5.): 

1. Encroaching traffic from the traffic lane (.8.). 

2. Parking traffic (5.). 

The procedure involves the following steps. A computer program is 
available for the design of the shoulder (5.). 

8.2.1 Obtain Design Inputs 

Design life, years 

Slab properties 
Trial thickness of shoulder 
Slab width 
Mean modulus of rupture 
Coefficient of variat10n of PCC 

Traffic 
ADT at beginning of design period 
ADT at end of design period 
Percent trucks 
Proportion of trucks in outer lane 
Percent directional distribution of trucks 
Mean axles per truck 
Percent trucks that use shoulder (see Mod. 3-4 or Ref. 5) 

Encroached trucks 
Parked trucks 
Axle load distribution 

Foundation support effective k-value (top base) 

Traffic lane/shoulder tie, load transfer 

~xample input data are shown in Figure 4-4.12 for a shoulder design 
s1tuat10n. 

8.2.2 Conduct Fatigue analysis 

The program conducts a fatigue damage analysis using the well known 
Miner's fatigue law at both the lane/shoulder longitudinal joint (for 
encroaching loads) and at the outer shoulder edge (from parking trucks). The 
example data were input to the Jointed Concrete Shoulder computer program 
(JCS-1) for shoulder thicknesses of 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9 inches. The output 
results are as follows: 

627 



SHOULDER DESIGN LIFE 

SI.AB PROPERTIES 
SHOULDER THICKNESS 
TRAFFIC LANE THICKNESS 
SHOULDER WIDTH 
MEAN PCC MODULUS OF RUPTURE (28 DAYS) 
COEFFICIENT OF VARIATION OF PCC MODULUS 
LOAD TRANSFER EFFICIENCY BETWEEN SHOULDER 

AND TRAFFIC LANE 

FOUNDATION SUPPORT 
DESIGN MODULUS OF FOUNDATION SUPPORT (K) 
ERODIBILITY OF FOUNDATION SUPPORT AT 

END OF DESIGN PERIOD 

TRAFFIC 
ADT AT BEGINNING OF DESIGN PERIOD 
ADT AT END OF DESIGN PERIOD 
PERCENT TRUCKS OF ADT 
PERCENT TRUCKS IN DESIGN TRAVELED LANE 
PERCENT DIRECTIONAL DISTRIBUTION 
MEAN AXLES PER TRUCK 
LENGTH OF SURVEYED STRETCH 
AVERAGE LENGTH OF TOTAL ENCROACHMENTS PER 

TRUCK IN THE SHOULDER STRETCH 
PERCENT TRUCKS THAT PARK ON THE SHOULDER 
NUMBER OF SINGLE AXLE LOAD INTERVALS 
NUMBER OF TANDEM AXLE LOAD INTERVALS 

SINGLE AXLE LOAD DISTRIBUTION TABLE 
WEIGHT RANGE (POUNDS) 

0 
3001 
7001 
8001 

12001 
16001 
18001 
20001 
22001 
24001 
26001 
30001 
32001 

3000 
7000 
8000 

12000 
16000 
18000 
20000 
22000 
24000 
26000 
30000 
32000 
34000 

20.0 YEARS 

5,6,7,8,9 INCHES 
8.0 INCHES 
10.0 FEET 
750 PSI 
10 % 

50 % 

200 PCI 

8.0 INCHES 

17100 EACH 
39100 EACH 
21 % 
85.15 % 
50 % 
2.60 EACH 
10.0 MILES 

0.24 MILES 
0.016 % 
13 EACH 
17 EACH 

PERCENT IN RANGE 
5.75 
10.33 
7.76 
20.54 
4.37 
1. 77 
1.02 
0.54 
0.34 
0.14 
0.04 
0.01 
0.01 

Figure 4-4.12. Parameters Assumed in Analysis for JCS-1 Program. 
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Figure 4-4.12 (Continued) 

TANDEM AXLE LOAD DISTRIBUTION TABLE 
WEIGHT RANGE (POUNDS) 

0 
6001 

12001 
18001 
24001 
30001 
32001 
34001 
36001 
38001 
40001 
42001 
44001 
46001 
50001 
52001 
54001 

6000 
12000 
18000 
24000 
30000 
32000 
34000 
36000 
38000 
40000 
42000 
44000 
46000 
50000 
52000 
54000 
56000 

PERCENT IN RANGE 
0.27 
13.34 
7.05 
5.51 
14.92 
3.61 
1.40 
0.50 
0.25 
0.16 
0.11 
0.08 
0.07 
0.07 
0.02 
0.01 
0.01 

Figure 4-4.12. Parameters Assumed in Analysis for JCS-1 Program 
(Continued). 
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Total Fatigue Damage for Design Period 

PCC Shoulder Parked Traffic Encroached Traffic 
Thickness (outer edge) (lane/shoulder jt.) 

5 inches 
6 inches 
7inches 
8 inches 
9 inches 

0.418E251>50l* 0.574 E12 >50 
0.334 E05 >50 
0.106 EOl 15) 
0.104 E-02 (5) 

0.353 E04 ( 40)* 
0.695 BOO (13) 
0.652 E-02 (2) 
0.316 E-03 (1) 
0.351 E-04 ( <1) 

* Note: Values in parenthesis is slab cracking in ft. per 
1000 sq.ft. of traffic lane) 

These fatigue damage values were calculated using Miner's Hypothesis. 
Computed damage values can range from near Oto very large numbers. The 
greater the computed damage the greater the amount of slab cracking. A 
correlation was made between the computed fatigue damage number and actual 
slab cracking (5) and the resulting graph is shown in Figure 4-4.13. As 
shown, the greater the "damage" value, the greater the slab cracking. The 
designer, with the use of this curve, can select a limiting design fatigue 
damage value to limit the cracking of the shoulder slabs to a desirable 
level. For example, if 15 ft. of slab cracking per 1000 sq. ft. of surface 
was felt to be a limiting value for design (this would be about one slab 
cracked in every five slabs), the design fatigue damage value would be about 
1.0. 

8.2.3 Calculate Results 

Using this value, the concrete shoulder thickness can be determined 
from the outputs shown above. A minimum slab thickness of 8 inches is needed 
for the outside edge of the shoulder due to parking traffic, and a minimum 
slab thickness of 6 inches is needed at the lane/shoulder longitudinal 
joint. Thus, the entire shoulder would likely be designed at 8 inches 
thick. However, this results indicates that if the longitudinal joint has 
substantial load transfer and there are substantial parked trucks, the outer 
edge could be critical. 

The JCS-1 program is an easy to use tool that is tailored to the design 
of jointed plain concrete shoulders. It is available on both mainframe and 
IBM compatible personal computers. 

The shoulder base and subbase should also match the mainline pavement 
to avoid problems such as a "bathtub" subdrainage situation and differential 
frost heave problems. Careful consideration should be given to subdrainage 
of the pavement structure to avoid blocking or holding of free moisture 
beneath the traffic lanes by the shoulder slab or base/subbase. 

9.0 SUMMARY 

This module has presented design concepts for rigid pavement 
shoulders. Several key design concepts must be considered in the design 
process to avoid performance problems in the future. Key design aspects for 
rigid shoulder design are as follows: 
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Figure 4-4.13. Cracking Index vs. Computed Fatigue Damage Developed for In-Service Pavements. 



1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

10.0 

Adequate thickness of the shoulder slab and base must be provided 
to handle encroaching and parking truck traffic. Parking trucks 
may be more critical than encroaching trucks. 

Provision of a uniform cross section and subdrainage beneath the 
shoulder to avoid differential frost heave and a bathtub design. 

Provision of adequate load transfer across the longitudinal joint 
to increase support of the traffic lane edge, and to keep the 
shoulder tight with the adjacent traffic lane. 

Selection of appropriate type of rigid shoulder based upon overall 
costs, compatibility between shoulder and traffic lane (joint 
opening/closings, potential cracks in either lane or shoulder). 

Selection of adequate transverse joint spacing and load transfer 
in rigid shoulder. 

Sealing of the longitudinal lane/shoulder joint to inhibit surface 
water from infiltrating. 
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BLOCK 5 

Overlay Design 

635 



BLOCK5-OVERLAYDESIGN 

Modules 

5-1 SELECTION OF REHABILITATION STRATEGIES 

5-2 TYPES OF OVERLAYS AND THEIR FUNCTIONS 

5-3 DESIGN OF OVERLAYS ON FLEXIBLE PAVEMENTS 

5-4 DESIGN OF OVERLAYS ON RIGID PAVEMENTS 

This block introduces the design concepts and procedures for selecting 
structural thicknesses for overlays. A foundation is laid to assist the 
engineer in analyzing an existing pavement. Several rehabilitation 
strategies are discussed to help the engineer recognize that overlays may not 
always be the preferred solution. Design concepts for several different 
types of overlays are presented. Fundamental requirements to ensure adequate 
performance of the overlay are developed and considerations for reflection 
cracking are discussed. Structural thickness design procedures are presented 
for the various situations and overlay types which may be encountered. 

Upon completion of this block the participants will be able to complete 
the instructional objectives listed for each module. 
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MODULES-I 

SELECTION OF REHABILITATION TYPE 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module provides background information the engineer must consider 
in the rehabilitation selection process. Consideration is given to the 
development of the logical evaluation of a pavement to determine whether 
other forms of rehabilitation will be cost-effective as potential treatments. 

Upon completion of this module, the participants will be able to 
accomplish the following: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

2.0 

Discuss the various types of rehabilitation techniques other than 
overlay. 

Describe a pavement evaluation procedure required prior to 
rehabilitation selection. 

List the factors which must be considered before selecting the 
preferred rehabilitation alternative. 

Recognize the situations for which an overlay would be a feasible 
rehabilitation alternative. 

INTRODUCTION 

In recent years, the emphasis of highway construction has gradually 
shifted from new design and construction activities to maintenance and 
rehabilitation of the existing network (1). The need to maintain the already 
constructed network is essential to the economical operation of the overall 
transportation system. 

Historically, overlays have been the most common rehabilitation 
technique utilized (2). However, these overlays have often been performed 
without regard to their applicability or cost-effectiveness. In many of 
these cases it may have been more practical or cost-effective to perform 
other types of rehabilitation or to perform routine maintenance on the 
pavement. To distinguish between these two activities, maintenance is 
defined as the preservation of the entire roadway, including surface, 
shoulders, roadsides, structures, and such traffic-control devices as are 
necessary for its safe and efficient utilization (3_). Rehabilitation is 
defined as work undertaken to extend the service life of an existing 
facility, including the placement of additional surfacing material and/or 
other work necessary to return an existing roadway, including shoulders, to a 
condition of structural or functional adequacy. This rehabilitation could 
include the complete removal and replacement of the pavement structure (J). 
The focus of this module will be on the selection of rehabilitation 
procedures to correct the observed problems. 

To assist the engineer in selecting both the type and timing of 
pavement maintenance or rehabilitation, pavement _performance must be 
systematically measured on a continuing basis. In this performance 
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evaluation, both the functional and the structural performance of the 
pavement system should be considered. 

Functional performance describes the adequacy of the pavement to meet 
its basic purpose of providing a safe and smooth riding surface. Functional 
adequacy is usually measured in terms of roughness and skid resistance. 
Structural performance is related to ability of the pavement to sustain 
traffic loading and is the primary input to all rational overlay design 
methods. Deflection testing is usually performed to predict future 
structural performance. 

Although these two characteristics are intuitively related, there is 
currently no well-defined relationship between structural distress and 
functional performance. Thus, at present, judgment must be used in deciding 
when structural deterioration will lead to a level of functional performance 
below that considered reasonable by the user of the facility (which obviously 
will vary among vehicles, users, and types of facilities). 

There are basic guidelines that should be followed in the determination 
of the appropriate rehabilitation strategy. These guidelines are illustrated 
in Figure 5-1.1. The selection process consists of 3 different phases: 
problem definition phase, potential problem solution phase and rehabilitation 
selection phase. It should be noted that this process is for a specific 
project and it assumes that the project was submitted for rehabilitation from 
some sort of network monitoring procedure. 

These guidelines will be discussed briefly in the following sections. 
A complete analysis of alternative rehabilitation strategies (including their 
design) is found in Reference 4. 

3.0 REHABILITATION STRATEGIES 

Among some of the major rehabilitation methods available to the 
engineer are: 

1. Overlay ( asphalt or concrete). 

2. Full-Depth Repairs. 

3. Partial-Depth Repairs. 

4. Joint/Crack Sealing. 

5. U ndersealing. 

6. Grinding and Milling. 

7. Subdrainage. 

8. Pressure Relief Joints. 

9. Load Transfer Restoration. 

10. Surface Treatment. 

11. Recycling. 
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PHASE 1 PROBLEM DEFINITION 

A. COLLECT DATA -----

B. EVALUATE DATA .,___ ___ ___ 

C. IDENTIFY CONSTRAINTS ....,___..,.. 

PHASE 2 POTENTIAL PROBLEM SOLUTIONS 

A. SELECT CANDIDATE SOLUTIONS 

B. FEASIBLE SOLUTIONS 

C. DEVELOP PRELIMINARY DESIGNS 

PHASE 2 SELECTION OF PREFERRED SOLUTION 

A. COST ANALYSIS 

B. NON-MONETARY CONSDERATIONS 

C. PREFERRED REHABILITATION 
ALTERNATIVE 

D. DETAILED DESIGN 

Figure S-1.1. Pavement Rehabilit~tion Selection Process(]). 
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It is the desire of the engineer to choose the "preferred" 
rehabilitation strategy. The selected strategy must be cost-effective, must 
address the specific problems of the pavement, and it must meet any existing 
constraints of the project. This procedure is a complex one and will entail 
as much engineering judgment as engineering analysis. Compared to new 
pavement design, rehabilitation requires more of both items. 

The following steps are fundamental in the decision-making process for 
selection of the preferred pavement rehabilitation strategy (1): 

1. Determination of the cause of the distress( es) or problems of the 
pavement. 

2. Development of a candidate list of solutions that will properly 
address, cure, and/or prevent future occurrences of the problem. 

3. Selection of the preferred rehabilitation strategy, given economic 
and other project constraints. 

3.1 Pavement Evaluation 

Evaluation of the pavement is the first step of the above outlined 
procedure. It involves three steps: 1) data collection, 2) data evaluation, 
and 3) constraint identification. Many of the items are covered elsewhere 
in this course; therefore, they will be covered very briefly here. More 
information on these procedures is found in Reference 4. 

3.1.1. Data Collection 

A substantial data collection effort is required for a complete 
pavement evaluation. The majority of this data is obtained from a visual 
condition survey. Other items would be obtained from historical records, 
coring and boring, and testing ( deflection, roughness, etc.). 

At the network level, visual condition evaluation procedures are an 
integral part of the monitorins; process and can serve as a guide to the type 
of maintenance or rehabilitation to be recommended. Also, these surveys can 
assist in the overall investment-programming process for maintenance and 
rehabilitation. The use of visual condition surveys is well established and 
should be a part of the maintenance and rehabilitation methodology of every 
organization that has responsibility for pavements. 

Historical records provide original construction and design 
information, climate data, and traffic information. Coring and boring is 
required to determine the extent of the distress, and also for the 
determination of specific material properties (E values, etc.). Testing is 
necessary to determine specific pavement properties, such as load transfer 
efficiency, roughness, surface fnction, etc. . 

The following is a list of items that would be required for the 
pavement evaluation (1): 

1. Pavement Condition. 

2. Shoulder Condition. 

640 



3. Pavement Design. 

4. Geometric Design. 

5. Materials and Soils Properties. 

6. Traffic Volumes and Loadings. 

7. Climate Conditions. 

8. Drainage Conditions. 

9. Safety Considerations. 

The collection of specific data items will depend on the rehabilitation 
strategies being considered. Table 5-1.1 shows recommendations for the data 
required for the different rehabilitation technique being considered. Table 
5-1.2 is an example overall pavement evaluation summary and checklist which 
follows this approach. 

3.1.2. Data Evaluation 

The data evaluation process involves the assessment and evaluation of 
the pavement from the very general to the very specific. This provides many 
pavement parameters which will be instrumental in the selection of the 
preferred rehabilitation strategy. Basically, this process takes the 
mformation collected in the first stage and transforms it into items which 
will have a direct influence on the rehabilitation selection. Thus, out of 
necessity, these two items ( data collection and evaluation) are closely 
related. A sample procedure for the data collection/data evaluation process 
is shown below (1): 

Step 1: 

Step 2: 

Step 3: 

Step 4: 

Step 5: 

Office Data Collection. Includes information such as 
location of the project, year constructed, year and type of 
major maintenance, pavement design, materials and soils 
properties, traffic, chmate conditions, and any available 
performance data. 

First Field Survey. Includes items such as distress, 
drainage conditions, subjective roughness, traffic control 
options, and safety considerations. 

First Data Evaluation and the Determination of Additional 
Data Needs. Based on this first evaluation, a list of 
candidate rehabilitation alternatives may be developed to aid 
in assessing additional data needs. 

Second Field Survey. Detailed measuring and testing; 
includes such items as coring and sampling, roughness 
measurements, deflection testing, skid resistance, drainage 
tests, and vertical clearances. 

Laboratory Testing of Samples. Includes tests such as 
material strength, resilient modulus, permeability, moisture 
content, composition, density, and gradations (if felt to be 
necessary). 
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Table 5-1.1. Recommended Data for Various Rehabilitation Techniques (1_) • 

FULL-DEPTH PARTIAL 
JOINT 

PRESSURE LOAD 
DATA REQUIRED DEPTH GRINDING RECYCLING UNDERSEALING SLAB SUBDRAINS RELIEF TRANSFER SURFACE OVERLAY 

REPAIR 
PATCHING 

JACKING RESEALING JOINTS RESTORATION TREATMENT 

PAVEMENT DESIGN 0 0 ® ® ® ® ® ® ® ® ® ® 

ORIGINAL • • • CONSTRUCTION DATA • • • • • 

AGE • • • • • • • 

MATERIAi. PROPERTIES 0 • • ® • • • ® 

SUBGRADE ® • • ® • ® 

CLIMATE • • • • • ® • 

TRAFFIC LOADINGS 0 ® ® • ® ® ® ® ANO VOLUMES • • 

DISTRESS ® ® ® ® ® ® ® ® ® ® ® ® 

O"I 
NOT • • ® ® • ® 

p. 
N 

DESTRUCTIVE ® ® • ® • ® TESTING l SAMPLING • 

ROUGHNESS • • • 

SURFACE PROFILE ® ® • 

DRAINAGE 0 • ® • ® ® • ® 

PREVIOUS MAINTENANCE ® • • • • • • • 

BRIDGE PUSHING ® 

UTILITIES ® ® • • • ® 

TRAFFIC CONTROL ® ® ® ® ® ® ® ® ® ® ® ® OPTIONS 

VERTICAL CLEARANCE ® • 

GEOMETRICS . • 

KEY ® OEFINITEL Y NEEDED • DESIRABLE 



Table 5-1.2. Example Overall Pavement Evaluation Summary and Checklist (2). 

STRUCTURAL EVALUATION 
Existing Distress: 

Little or no load-associated distress 
Moderate load-associated distress 
Major load-associated distress 

Structural Load-Carrying Capacity Deficiency: 
Yes,No 

FUNCTIONAL EVALUATION 
Roughness: 

Very Good, Good, Fair, Poor, Very Poor 
Measurement: -----
Present Serviceability Index/Rating:_ 

Skid Resistance: 
Satisfactory, Questionable, Unsatisfactory 

Rutting/Faulting Severity 
Low, Medium, High 

VARIATION OF CONDITION EVALUATION 
Systematic Variation Along Project: 

Yes,No 
Systematic Variation Between Lanes: 

· Yes,No 
Localized Variation (very bad areas) Along Project: 

Yes,No 

CLIMATIC EFFECTS EVALUATION 
Climatic Zone 

Moisture Region: I Moisture Throughout Year 
II Seasonal Moisture 

III Very Little Moisture 
Temperature Region: A Severe Frost Penetration 

B Freeze-Thaw Cycles 
C No Frost Problems 

Severity of Moisture-Accelerated Damage: 
Low, Medium, High 
Describe ( asphalt stripping, pumping, etc.)_ 

Subsurface Drainage Capability-BASE: 
Satisfactory, Margmal, Unacceptable 

Subsurface Drainage Capability-SUBGRADE: 
Satisfactory, Marginal, Unacceptable 

Subsurface Drainage Capability: 
Acceptable, Needs Improvement 
Describe ----
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Table 5-1.2. (Continued). 

PAVEMENT MATERIALS EVALUATION 
Surface- Sound Condition, Deteriorated 
Describe -----
Base - Sound Condition, Deteriorated 
Describe ____ _ 
Subbase- Sound Condition, Deteriorated 
Describe -----

SUBGRADE EVALUATION 
Structural Support: 

Low, Medium, High 
Moisture Softening Potential: 

Low, Medium, High 
Temperature Problems: 

None, Frost Heaving, Freeze-Thaw Softening 
Swelling Potential: 

Yes,No 

PREVIOUS MAINTENANCE PERFORMED EVALUATION 
Minor, Normal, Major 
Has Lack of Maintenance Contributed to Deterioration? 

Yes, No 
Describe -----

RATE OF DETERIORATION EVALUATION 
Long-Term: 

Low, Normal, High 
Short-Term: 

Low, Normal, High 

TRAFFIC CONTROL DURING CONSTRUCTION 
Are Detours Available so That Facility Can be Closed: 

Yes,No 
Must Construction be Accomplished Under Traffic? 

Yes,No 
Could Construction be Done at Off-Peak Hours? 

Describe ----

644 



Table 5-1.2. (Continued). 

GEOMETRIC AND SAFETY FACTORS 
Current Capacity: 

Adequate, Inadequate 
Future Capacity: 

Adequate, Inadequate 
Widening Required Now: 

Yes,No 
List High-Accident Locations: ___ _ 
Bridge Clearances Problems: ___ _ 
Lateral Obstruction Problems: ----
Utilities Problems: ------
Bridge Pushing Problems: ____ _ 

TRAFFIC LOADINGS 
ADT (Two-Way): ____ _ 
ADTI (Two-Way): ____ _ 
Accumulated 18-kip ESAL: ____ _ 
Current 18-kip ESAL/year: ___ _ 

SHOULDERS 
Pavement Condition: 

Good, Fair, Poor 
Localized Deteriorated Areas: 

Yes,No 
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Step 6: Second Data Evaluation. Includes structural evaluation, 
functional evaluation, and determination of additional data 
requirements, if any. 

Step 7: Final Field and Office Data Compilation. Preparation of a 
final evaluation report. 

The collected data must be carefully evaluated and summarized in a 
systematic fashion. 

3.1.3. Identification of Constraints 

Often, there are several outside factors which play a major role in the 
selection of a rehabilitation strategy. These factors should be identified 
as early in the selection process as possible to ensure that they will be a 
part of the decision-making process. Some of the constraints which may 
affect the selection of alternatives are listed below (1). 

1. Limited Project Funding. 

2. Traffic Control Problems. 

3. Minimum Desirable Life of Rehabilitation. 

4. Geometric Design Problems. 

5. Utilities. 

6. Clearances. 

7. Right-of-Way. 

8. Available Materials and Equipment. 

9. Contractor Expertise and Manpower. 

10. Agency Policies. 

The impact each of these may have on the rehabilitation strategy 
selection should be carefully considered. In addition, consideration should 
be given to how rehabilitation may affect the network as a whole, as opposed 
to just the individual project being rehabilitated. It may occasionally be 
necessary to select an alternative that is not optimal for a project because 
of overall network constraints (~). 

3.2 Development of Candidate Solutions 

Based on the data collected and evaluated and on the constraints of the 
project, candidate solutions must be developed for the project. Thus, all 
solutions which do not address the existing pavement distress and do meet the 
constraints of the project are not feasible alternatives. A feasible 
alternative is defined as one that addresses the cause of the distress and is 
effective in both repairing the existing deterioration and preventing its 
recurrence while satisfying all imposed constraints (1). A feasible 
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alternative may encompass more than one repair technique. It is essential 
that the existing pavement distress be addressed to ensure that the 
rehabilitated pavements to not deteriorate further and make the completed 
rehabilitation worthless. Also, the rehabilitation should be considered only 
for those sections of the pavement with significant damage. 

After all feasible alternatives have been selected, preliminary designs 
should be prepared, including cost estimates. Tables 5-1.3 and 5-1.4 provide 
a partial listing of candidate repair and preventive methods for rigid and 
flexible pavement distress. 

3.3 Selection of the Preferred Rehabilitation Strategy 

There is no set "method" that will enable the engineer to select the 
preferred rehabilitation strategy. Rather, it involves a combination of 
engineering judgment, creativity, and flexibility (1). 

A major criterion used in identifying the preferred solution is cost 
analysis. This generally involves a life-cycle cost analysis to determine 
the cost-effectiveness of each alternative. This analysis requires inputs of 
costs and time, which, unfortunately, are subject to a large degree of 
uncertainty (1). Given this uncertainty, the best estimates for cost and 
time must be made, and the evaluation must be performed on those figures. It 
is also important to consider user costs in this analysis. More information 
on life-cycle cost analysis is found in Reference 5. 

The common practice of selecting the alternative with the lowest 
initial construction cost is poor engineenng practice that can lead to 
serious future pavement management problems for an agency. 

There are many other factors which may influence the selection of 
alternate rehabilitation strategies; among these are (1): 

1. Overall Project Management. 

2. Service Life. 

3. Duration of Construction. 

4. Traffic Control Problems. 

5. Reliability. 

6. Constructability. 

7. Maintainability. 

8. Future Rehabilitation Options. 

Overall project management may often be a project constraint, as 
mentioned previously. The service life of the rehabilitation strategy is 
also of particular importance, especially to agencies responsible for high 
volume roads for which lane closures and traffic delays pose considerable 
difficulties (1). 
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Table 5-1.3. 

Joint/Crack 
Distress 

Pumping 

Faulting 

Slab Cracking 

Joint or Crack 
Spalling 

Blowup 

Punchouts 

Candidate Repair and Preventive Methods for Rigid 
Pavement Distress (1), 

Repair Preventive 
Methods Methods 

1. Subseal 1. Reseal Joints 
2. Restore Load Transfer 
3. Sub drainage 
4. Edge Support (PCC 

Shoulder/Edgebeam) 

1. Grind 1. Subseal 
2. Structural 2. Reseal Joints 

Overlay 3. Restore Load Transfer 
4. Subdrainage 
5. Edge Support (PCC 

Shoulder/Edgebeam) 

1. Full-Depth Repair 1. Subseal Loss of Support 
2. Replace/Recycle 2. Restore Load Transfer 

Lane 3. Structural Overlay 

1. Full-Depth Repair 1. Subseal Loss of Support 
2. Partial-Depth 2. Restore Load Transfer 

Repair 3. Structural Overlay 

1. Full-Depth Repair 1. Pressure Relief Joint 
2. Resealing Joint/Cracks 

1. Full-Depth Repair 1. Polymer or Epoxy Grouting 
2. Subseal Loss of Support 
3. Rigid Shoulders 

648 



Table 5-1.4. Candidate Repair and Preventive Methods for Flexible 
Pavement Distress (1). 

Joint/Crack 
Distress 

Alligator 
Cracking 

Bleeding 

Block Cracking 

Depression 

Polished 
Aggregate 

Potholes 

Pumping 

Raveling and 
Weathering 

Rutting 

Swell 

Repair 
Methods 

1. Full-Depth Repair 

1. Apply Hot Sand 

1. Seal Cracks 

1. Level-up Overlay 

1. Skid Resistant 
Surface Treatment 

2. Slurry Seal 

1. Full-Depth Repair 

1. Full-Depth Repair 

1. Seal Coat 

1. Level-up Overlay 
2. Cold Milling With 

or Without Overlay 

1 . Removal and 
Replacement 
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Preventive 
Methods 

1. Crack Sealing 
(may slow down 
alligator cracking) 

1. Crack Sealing 
2. Seal Coat 

1. Crack Sealing 
2. Seal Coat 

1. Rejuvenating Seal 

1. Paved Shoulder 
Encapsulation 



The selection of the preferred alternative is conducted using the above 
items. If the cost-analysis yields no clear advantage for one solution, the 
other factors may play a larger role in the selection process (1). It is 
recommended that some sort of "weighing" procedure be used, in which all of 
the above factors carry a predetermined weight and the rehabilitation 
strategy is rated in each category. The strategy with the highest rating 
would be the preferred alternative. 

After selection of the preferred alternative, the detailed design 
plans, specifications, and estimates should be prepared for that 
alternative. This may require further field and laboratory testing. 

4.0 SELECTION OF OVERLAY AS APPROPRIATE 

The selection process as outlined here produces the preferred 
alternative which best addresses the distresses of the pavement, while also 
being cost-effective and meeting the constraints of the project. This 
solution may or may not include the placement of an overlay as part of the 
strategy. While overlays have typically been the rehabilitation strategy 
most used by agencies, they have often been improperly designed (i.e., use of 
standard overlay design for all cases), and their relatively high cost has 
made other strategies more attractive. However, there are specific 
situations when overlays are a viable alternative and may be the preferred 
solution. Table 5-1.5 gives a partial listing of situations where overlays 
might possibly be warranted. It should be emphasized that this is only a 
listing of situations where an overlay could be a potential solution. A 
complete pavement analysis ( as previously described) must be performed to 
determine if an overlay is the pref erred solution. 

In general, overlays are used to either: 

1. Strengthen the existing pavement to support future traffic 
loadings. 

2. Improve the surface characteristics of the pavement. 

Improvement of the surface characteristics can address the functional 
condition of the pavement (rideability) or safety problems such as surface 
friction. It should be noted that pre-overlay repair of the distressed 
pavement is often required prior to the placement of the overlay. 

5.0 SUMMARY 

A brief description on the selection of the preferred rehabilitation 
strategy was presented. It was noted that the preferred strategy must 
address the pavement distress, yet be cost-effective and fit the constraints 
of the project. A logical procedure for rehabilitation selection was 
outlined, which included pavement evaluation, selection of candidate 
solutions, and selection of the preferred alternative. Finally, a brief 
overview of situations where overlays may be appropriate was presented. 
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Table 5-1.5. Possible Applications for Various Overlay Types. 

OVERIAY TYPE REASON FOR PI.ACEMENT 

AC on AC Structural Deficiency 
Severe Alligator Cracking 

Throughout Project 
Severe Rutting 

Throughout Project 
Substantial Loss of Support 

Throughout Project 

AC on PCC Structural Deficiency 
Severe Roughness 
Severe Faulting 
Severe Joint/Crack Deterioration 

PCC on PCC (bonded) Structural Deficiency 
Provide Adequate Surface Course 

PCC on PCC (unbonded) Structural Deficiency 
Severe Pavement Deterioration 

PCC on AC Structural Deficiency 
Severe Pavement Deterioration 
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MODULES-2 

TYPES OF OVERLAYS AND THEIR FUNCTIONS 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module introduces the different types of overlays which are 
commonly used in pavement rehabilitation. The types of overlays are 
discussed in relation to the particular pavement for which they will be 
used. The requirements of the original pavement and how these factors relate 
to the suitability of a particular overlay are presented. 

Upon completion of this module, the participant will be able to 
accomplish the following: 

1. List the various reasons why overlays may be used in pavement 
rehabilitation. 

2. State the effects of pre-overlay repair on overlay 
performance. 

3. List the advantages and disadvantages of different overlay 
types. 

4. List conditions for which each overlay type is best suited. 

5. List the two major causes of reflection cracking and some 
potential solutions. 

6. Discuss the impact that timing of overlay placement can have on 
the future performance of the pavement. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

Resurfacing is the most popular method of rehabilitation for existing 
pavements. Overlays may be used for many reasons, including the following 
(1): 

2.1 Surflcial Treatments 

1. Increase skid resistance. 
2. Improve pavement profile (level up). 
3. Decrease roughness. 
4. Improve surface drainage (increase slope). 
5. Reduce water infiltration. 
6. Retard environmental deterioration. 
7. Enhance appearance. 

2.2 Structural Treatments 

1. Increase structural capacity. 
2. Reduce rate of deterioration. 

It is stressed that an evaluation similar to that described in Module 
5-1 should be performed to ensure that an overlay is actually a feasible 
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rehabilitation strategy. The type of overlay to be used for each pavement 
depe_nds on the purpose of the overlay and the type and condition of the 
ex1stmg pavement. 

3.0 TYPES OF OVERLAYS 

There are two basic types of overlays: flexible overlays made with 
asphaltic materials (AC) and rigid overlays made with Portland cement 
concrete (PCC). There are several variations of each basic overlay type and 
each variation is most effective when used under specific conditions. 

3.1 Asphalt Concrete Overlays 

3.1.1 Types of Asphalt Concrete Overlays 

Overlays made with asphaltic materials are used on both flexible and 
rigid pavements. For design purposes, the asphalt overlays are divided into 
the following categories according to the type of overlay materials used and 
the type of existing pavement: 

1. Ai;;phalt overlays on flexible pavements. 

a. Asphalt concrete overlay (AC) ( dense graded hot mixed) 
- F1rst application 

b. 
- Subsequent applications 
Surface treatments 
- Open graded porous friction course (PFC) 
- Chip seal course (CS) 

2. Asphalt overlay on rigid (PCC) pavements. 

a. Asphalt concrete (AC) 
- First application 

b. 
- Subsequent applications 

Porous friction course (PFC) 

Surface treatments, either the chip seal or the open-graded friction 
course, do not add to the structural capacity of the pavement. The major 
benefit of a chip seal coat is to waterproof the surface, whereas the major 
benefit of a porous friction course is to prevent hydroplaning (1). There is 
no thickness design procedure to use with this method of overlay; rather, the 
thickness of the treatment is governed by the size of the aggregate used. 

Asphalt concrete overlays are assumed to be constructed as a hot mix 
with dense-graded aggregate and asphalt cement. State agencies will 
generally have different mixes for different overlay thicknesses ( e.g. for 
base, binder, surfacing layers), as well as for certain friction 
requirements. State specifications should be consulted to select an 
appropriate material for the overlay. 

3.1.2 Minimum Thickness Overlays 

Minimum thickness overlays are used to correct surface deficiencies and 
correct non-load associated distresses. Other factors which affect the 
minimum thickness which can be applied include (1): 
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1. The minimum thickness of AC which can be placed with an acceptable 
surface is approximately one and one-half times the maximum 
particle size in the mix. 

2. Thinner AC overlays cool much more quickly than thicker layers. 
To allow sufficient time for compaction to achieve the desired 
density, the required minimum thickness is greater in cold weather 
than in hot weather. 

3. Thicker AC layers retard the development of reflective cracks and 
the severity of the cracks when they do form. Minimum thicknesses 
are often specified to ensure an adequate design life before these 
cracks reflect through to the surface and deteriorate. 

4. The thinner the AC overlay, the greater the tendency for the 
overlay to pull free from the existing pavement and to develop 
pothof es, or to develop slippage cracking and distortion. 

Recommended minimum thicknesses for AC overlays are given in Table 
5-2.1. The minimum thicknesses given are those judged by experience to 
provide adequate performance. These minimum values may need to be increased 
for unusual circumstances such as severe climatic conditions. 

3.2 Portland Cement Concrete Overlays 

Concrete overlays can be placed over both rigid and flexible pavements 
and are subdivided according to specific applications and the type of 
existing pavement. The most frequently used PCC overlays are listed below: 

1. PCC overlay on existing PCC surface. 

a. 

b. 

Jointed concrete overlay (JPCP and JRCP) 
- unhanded 
- partially bonded 
- fully bonded 

Continuously reinforced overlays (CRC) 
- unhanded only 

2. PCC on flexible pavement (unhanded only). 

a. Jointed concrete overlay (JRCP and JPCP) 
b. Continuously reinforced overlay 

"Bonding" refers to the state of friction that is produced between the 
overlay and the existing surface and is an important design parameter. 

3.2.1. Fully Bonded PCC Overlays 

This type of overlay can be placed on JPCP, JRCP or CRCP. To achieve a 
fully bonded PCC overlay on a PCC surface, it is necessary to repair and 
carefully prepare the PCC surface of the existing pavement before placing the 
overlay. Repairs include full-depth repairs of deteriorated joints and 
cracks. Surface preparation includes removal of all oil, grease and surface 
contaminants, all paint, and all unsound concrete. This can be done by cold 
milling, sand blastmg, or shot blasting. After cleaning the surface, a 
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Table 5-2.1. Sample Recommended Minimum Thickness (in inches) for 
* Asphalt Concrete Overlays. 

* 

Existing 
Pavement 
Surface 
Type 

AC 

PCC 

<750 

1.0 

1. 5 

Traffic - ADT Both Directions 

750-2000 2000-3500 >3500 

1.5 2.0 2.5 

2.0 3.0 4.0 

Assumes that all significant deterioration and localized 
failures are repaired prior to overlay. 
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grout made from sand and cement or cement and water should be placed on the 
clean dry surface just in front of the paver. 

Fully bonded PCC overlays are most effective for the following 
situations: 

1. The existing pavement does not exhibit many working cracks, or, if 
so, they will be full-depth repaired. 

2. Joint deterioration is full- or partial-depth repaired. 

3. Additional slab thickness is required to carry the anticipated 
future traffic. 

4. The surface is rough. 

Any working cracks will reflect through the overlay rapidly while tight 
cracks may take some years to reflect through the overlay and subsequently 
should not cause problems. As soon as possible after placement, joints in 
the overlay should be sawed directly above all joints ( or working cracks) in 
the existing slab. The joint should be cut completely through the overlay to 
avoid secondary cracking. A minimum thickness of 2 to 3 inches is 
recommended for thin bonded overlay construction purposes. Reference 3 
provides a detailed summary of the construction of bonded concrete overlays. 

3.2.2. Partially Bonded PCC Overlays 

This overlay is historically defined as the placement of new concrete 
over the existing slab without any special preparation of the surface. 
"Partial" bonding normally occurs whenever fresh concrete is placed directly 
on relatively sound, clean slabs. It is highly desirable to obtain as much 
bonding as possible; thus, the greater the cleaning of the existing surface 
the better. Repair of working cracks and deteriorated joints is again 
necessary to prevent reflection through the overlay. 

3.2.3. Unbonded PCC Overlays 

Unbonded overlays are achieved only if steps are taken to prevent 
bonding of the overlay to the existing PCC slab. Asphalt concrete has been 
commonly used for debonding the slabs. There is evidence, however, that AC 
layers of less than one inch do not provide an adequate bond breaker to 
ensure complete independent action of the slabs. The unbonded overlay is 
most applicable for existing concrete pavements that are badly deteriorated. 
Repair to the existing PCC pavement should be minimal. 

When used on an existing flexible pavement, the PCC overlay thickness 
is designed as a new PCC pavement using the existing pavement as a sub base. 
The support k-value shouf d be measured directly on the AC surface or 
estimated from deflection data. 

A number of CRCP overlays have been constructed since 1959 with overall 
performance fairly good (~)- The major problems have occurred where the 
existing slab had poor joint load transfer which resulted in a reflection 
crack in the CRCP overlay. This crack then deteriorated into a punchout 
requiring repair. For construction purposes, a minimum thickness requirement 
of 6 inches was recommended for CRC overlays by Illinois and Georgia DOT's. 
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4.0 PRE-OVERLAY TREATMENT/REPAIR 

Since the existing pavement condition seriously affects the performance 
of the overlay, the amount and type of pre-overlay restoration (treatment 
and/or repair) needed on the existing pavement must be carefully determined 
for each overlay type being considered. Required pre-overlay repair is 
determined by the type of overlay, the structural adequacy of the existing 
pavement, the distress exhibited by the existing pavement, the thickness of 
the required overlay, costs of the pre-overlay repair, and other 
constraints. Treatments to reduce reflection cracking should also be 
considered as will be subsequently discussed in this module. 

Condition surveys play an important role in the identification of the 
existing pavement distress. Other testing (such as deflection) may be 
required to help determine the extent of structurally weakened areas and 
existing joint/crack load transfer. Much of this pavement condition 
information can be obtained from the rehabilitation selection procedure 
outlined in Module 5-1. 

Overlays add structure on top of the existing surface. Hence, if the 
cause of the deterioration lies beneath the surface, one of two general 
approaches must be followed (1). The first approach is to repair the 
distress prior to overlaying. A PCC pavement which is faulting and 
developing corner breaks normally has developed voids near thejoints. Poor 
load transfer may also exist at the transverse joints/cracks. Before the 
pavement is overlaid, the void problem must be addressed. Cement grout 
subsealing to fill the voids and subsurface drainage to remove free moisture 
are treatments which should be considered. 

An asphalt pavement having very high deflections in areas of alligator 
cracking has "base failure," and full-depth repairs are normally required. 
If the subbase or base has deteriorated significantly, reconstruction, 
reworking of the foundation materials, recycling, or some other strategy may 
be required (1). 

The second approach is merely to add sufficient thickness to protect 
the weakened areas in the lower layers. If it is found that a stabilized 
subbase/base layer has deteriorated, the reduced strength of that layer 
should be considered in the design of the overlay. The thickness of the 
overlay is thereby increased to account for the decreased strength of the 
deteriorated layer and protect it from excessive stresses. As upper layer 
thicknesses are increased, the loads are distributed over larger areas in the 
lower pavement layers, decreasing the stress and deflection imposed on the 
deteriorated layer. However, the thickness required to adequately protect 
very weak layers can become so large that this approach is not usually an 
economically feasible alternative. 

Regardless of the type of overlay or the type of base pavement, one 
factor that should always be addressed is drainage, both surface and 
subsurface. If the present pavement is deteriorating because of poor 
drainage, adding an overlay will not correct the problem. Overlay design 
procedures generally assume that the existing pavement has adequate 
drainage. A drainage survey and evaluation to determine deficiencies should 
be a part of a pre-overlay analysis (2.). 
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4.1 Localized Repair 

Many pavements have areas of localized distress caused by material and 
subgrade variability, such as alligator-cracked areas in asphalt pavements, 
and shattered or broken slabs in concrete pavements. Deflections in these 
areas are generally much higher than in other areas. Failure to repair these 
areas normally results in a decreased service life of the overlay. 

Some full-depth and/or partial-depth repair is normally required to 
achieve an economical solution. An analysis of repair costs and the 
resulting change in overlay cost should be made, as is illustrated 
conceptually in Figure 5-2.1. 

An asphalt overlay must be designed for the mean deflection plus some 
level of variation (such as two standard deviations) based on desired design 
reliability. As alligator-cracked areas in asphalt pavements are patched, 
the overall deflections and variability will be reduced. Thus, more repair 
will decrease required overlay thickness to near the level required in areas 
which do not need repair. Thus, as the repair cost increases, the overlay 
costs will decrease to some minimum level. The lowest initial total cost is 
therefore a balance between repair costs and the cost of the overlay (1). 
However, it must be pointed out that any deteriorated areas that are not 
repaired will eventually reflect through AC overlays and bonded PCC overlays 
and considerably shorten the life of the overlay. 

4.2 Surface Leveling 

Transverse surface irregularities in flexible pavements (rutting, crown 
problems, etc.) can sometimes be corrected by an overlay; however, it has 
been found that rutting will often reappear in an overlaid pavement depending 
on the initial cause of the rutting. This has been attributed to the 
difficulty of adequately compacting the asphalt concrete in the rutted 
areas. This problem of differential compaction can be corrected by milling 
the surface to remove the irregularities prior to overlaying, or filling the 
ruts with a stable leveling course that is properly compacted using rubber 
tired rollers prior to placement of the overlay. An overlay will not correct 
a rutting problem that is caused by a deficiency in the asphalt concrete 
mixture. 

4.3 Joint and Corner Voids 

When voids ( or loss of support) exist under the corners of concrete 
slabs and adjacent to joints, the deflection at the joints will be higher 
than normal. This can lead to rapid formation and deterioration of 
reflective cracks in asphalt overlays. Voids are usually associated with 
poor drainage which allows the pavement to remain exposed to saturation for 
long periods of time. The removal of free water by subdrainage accompanied 
with filling the voids by subsealing should be considered. Subsealing alone 
is not adequate to prevent future pumping. 

5.0 SELECTION OF OVERLAY TYPE 

The purpose of an overlay design procedure is to determine the overlay 
thickness in conjunction with pre-overlay repair required to provide a 
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serviceable _pavement over the design period. If the existing pavement is 
structurally madequate for the expected traffic over the design period, the 
overlay thickness must be sufficient to increase the structural capacity of 
the pavement to carry the traffic for the design period. 

An overlay design procedure must contain several features to adequately 
provide the capabilities for which it was developed. Two basic requirements 
are (2): 

1. Differentiate among areas of the existing pavement which have 
performed differently and should receive different treatment. 

2. Determine different overlay thicknesses for various sections, thus 
providing equivalent performance for all sections. 

To provide these results, the following features should be included in 
the overlay design procedure (2): 

1. The technique used to measure performance and determine the need 
for an overlay must be clearly defined. 

2. The method must account for the many possible different conditions 
of the pavement prior to the time of the overlay. 

3. The method must define required repair to the existing surface 
prior to placing the overlay. 

4. The information needed for the design procedure to determine the 
overlay thickness must be clearly defined. This should include a 
description of all tests and measurements required and provide a 
method for accounting for daily and seasonal influences on test 
results. In addition, the procedure should clearly define the 
location at which any tests should be taken on the pavement and 
the frequency of those tests. 

5. The design procedure should account for subgrade support 
conditions as well as material properties in each of the pavement 
layers. 

6. The method should account for magnitude, type, and number of 
traffic loadings. 

7. The method should account for the environmental influences on the 
performance of pavements. 

8. Any additional constraints established by the procedure must be 
clearly defined. 

9. It is desirable that the method be able to use different design 
lives in terms of both time and traffic and performance. 

5.1 Design Approaches 

There are four basic approaches used in the design of overlays: 
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1. Engineering judgment. 

2. Structural deficiency. 

3. Deflection. 

4. Mechanistic fatigue damage. 

Each of these approaches is summarized briefly below. 

5.1.1 The Engineering Judgment Approach 

The engineering judgment approach is based upon the experience and 
judgment of the engineer in determining the thickness and materials 
required. This approach is based upon observations of performance of similar 
pavements. Even with engineering judgment, it may be necessary to conduct 
testing to characterize the existing materials and pavement structure. This 
is not a requirement, but it may aid the engineer in making an informed 
judgment. 

5.1.2 The Structural Deficiency Approach 

The structural deficiency approach is based on the concept that the 
required overlay thickness is the difference between the effective structural 
thickness of a newly designed pavement over the existing roadbed soil and the 
effective structural thickness of the existing pavement. Much of the 
required data can be obtained from the "as-built" documents and from a 
distress evaluation of the existing pavement, but coring, testing, and/or 
nondestructive testing (NDT) may be required to determine existing pavement 
layer properties and moduli. 

5.1.3 The Deflection Approach 

The deflection approach is based upon the concept that the required 
overlay thickness is that necessary to reduce the "as is" measured maximum 
deflection to a tolerable (limiting) deflection to carry future traffic over 
the design period. The limiting deflections are determined from an empirical 
relationship developed between the number of 18-kip equivalent axle loads to 
terminal serviceability and deflection. Deflection testing is required to 
develop the maximum deflection profile along the existing pavement. 

5.1.4 Mechanistic Approach 

The mechanistic approach requires some testing, varying from a few 
tests to an extensive testing program. The overlay design in this approach 
is based on the mechanistic analysis of multilayer elastic systems for 
fatigue damage ( cracking) and permanent deformation (rutting). Several 
computer programs are available for this type of analysis. 

5.2 Inputs for Overlay Design 

There are many inputs required for the design of overlays. These are 
discussed below. 
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5.2.1 Visual Pavement Condition 

As previously discussed, the condition of the existing pavement is a 
major factor influencing the design and selection of the overlay type. 
Consideration should be given to the type, level of severity, and amount of 
pavement distress. If a pavement exhibits more than one type of distress, 
the distress which requires the largest overlay thickness governs. However, 
if the distress requiring the largest overlay thickness occurs only in 
isolated areas, then it may be more economical to repair the distressed area 
and use the overlay thickness required for the most extensive, but less 
serious, distress. 

Many pavements that are still structurally sound may require an overlay 
because the surface has deteriorated due to scaling, studded tire rutting, 
ravelling, or reduced friction resistance. A visual condition survey can 
identify these surficial problems and some structural problems as described 
below: 

1. Identify surficial problems of the existing pavement ( e.g. cross 
slope, surficial distress, hydroplaning from ruts immediate 
surface repairs needed). 

2. Identify structural load-associated distress ( e.g. fatigue 
cracking, rutting, corner breaks). 

3. Provide guidance in performing a structural analysis to determine 
if a structural overlay or is needed. 

4. Determine the adequacy of surface and subsurface drainage. 

5. Evaluate the type and extent of pavement distress. 

6. Determine the amount and type of additional needed diagnostic 
investigation. 

5.2.2 Diagnostic Investigation 

One possible additional diagnostic investigation is structural 
evaluation to provide data for the design of overlays. Overlay design can be 
accomplished using a series of tests which are statistically representative 
of pavement components through coring, deflection measurements at the 
pavement surface, or a combination of both. 

A knowledge of the structural condition of the pavement along its 
length and across lanes for multilane facilities provides valuable 
information for selecting feasible overlay alternatives and aiding in their 
design. A structural evaluation can be developed by considerin_g existing 
distress, nondestructive testing (NDT), and destructive testing ( coring). 
Existing distress caused primarily by traffic loadings along the project 
provides information on the structural effect of previous traffic. There 
are, however, limitations as to the amount of information that can be 
obtained from this source, and it may be desirable to conduct NDT and/or 
destructive testing to obtain further knowledge of the structural condition. 
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NDT can be used in the following capacities: 

1. Assist in the design of overlays. 

2. Provide a measure of deflection variability along the project that 
can be used to select distinct design sections. 

3. Assist in determination of causes of distress; locate inadequate 
base, subgrade or voids, and determine load transfer efficiency at 
joints and cracks (see Figure 5-2.2). 

4. Evaluate the effect of seasonal changes on the pavement (see 
Figure 5-2.3). 

5. Determine current pavement support and in situ stiffness values of 
each layer. 

Used with or without NDT diagnostic measurements, destructive testing 
accomplished through coring, test pits, sampling and testing can provide the 
following: 

1. Representative material samples of each pavement layer and 
subgrade can be obtained and tested for various properties, 
including layer thickness, strength, repeated load behavior, 
elastic properties, water content, density, gradation, asphalt 
content, asphalt cement properties, steel corrosion, etc. 

2. Detailed investigations of localized conditions to determine the 
cause or extent of deterioration near cracks, joints, wheel paths, 
etc. 

Roughness is also often used as an input to indicate how the traveling 
public regards the condition of a pavement. There are several devices which 
can be used to measure roughness and it can also be rated subjectively by a 
panel. Each device yields a different output and the using agency generally 
develops some procedure to convert the readings into a standard rating such 
as present serviceability index (PSI). 

Material properties are often inputs to overlay design procedures. 
These properties can be determined in a number of ways using different test 
procedures. For instance, California bearing ratios (CBR) for subgrade soils 
can be determined for material compacted in different ways and resistance 
values (R-values) can be conducted at different pressures. Indirect tensile 
strengths and resilient properties can also be determined from different 
tests. 

Environmental inputs are necessary to adjust the expected life of the 
overlay for nonload related deterioration. Most environmental factors are 
used in determining the required thickness to resist expected traffic 
loadings during different seasons. However, a structurally sound overlay can 
fail from strictly environmentally induced distresses. When the overlay 
procedure is to be used in more than one environmental zone, the important 
environmental factors such as precipitation, maximum and minimum 
temperatures, freezing index, number of freeze-thaw cycles, Thomthwaite 
Moisture Index, etc., should be included as design inputs. 
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5.3 Selection of Feasible Overlay Types 

The selection of feasible overlay types to be considered should be 
based on an analysis of the information gathered during the project survey 
and evaluation ( as described in Module 5-1 ). A list of factors to be 
considered for selection are given below. 

1. The first factor to be considered is the existing pavement type 
(AC, AC over PCC, JPCP, JRCP or CRCP). The following are 
considered feasible: 

Existing Pavement 

AC (Flexible) 

AC/PCC 

JPCP 

JRCP 

CRCP 

Feasible Overlay 
Type (condition) 

AC (good-fair) 
AnyPCC (any) 

AC (good-fair) 
UnbondedPCC (any) 

AC (good-fair) 
Bonded JPCP (good) 
Partially Bonded JPCP (good-fair) 
Unbonded - Any PCC (poor) 

AC (good-fair) 
Bonded JPCP (good) 
Partially Bonded JRCP (good-fair) 
Unbonded Any PCC (poor) 

AC (good-fair) 
Bonded PCC (no joints or reinf.) (good) 
Unbonded - Any PCC (poor) 

2. The structural adequacy of the pavement must be considered. If it 
is structurally adequate, then only surface correction may be 
needed. Structural adequacy can be based on visual identification 
ofload-associated distress, deflection analysis, or coring and 
analytical methods. If the pavement is not structurally adequate, 
then a structural overlay design will be required. The load 
transfer of cracks and joints in the existing pavement should also 
be included in this part of the evaluation. 

3. The distress of the existing pavement should be considered next. 
If surface distress can be rated as good to fair, then most 
overlay options are available and life-cycle cost should be the 
primary factor. If the distress is rated as poor, the options 
become more limited. For instance, bonded and partially bonded 
PCC overlays should only be placed on existing PCC pavements which 
have relatively few cracked slabs. If all cracked slabs are 
replaced, a bonded or partially bonded PCC overlay can be used. 
Otherwise, only unbonded PCC or thick asphalt overlays should be 
considered. The list above under Item 1 can be consulted for 
recommendations for varying conditions. 
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4. As previously discussed, the amount of pre-overlay repair or type 
of pre-overlay treatment should also be considered. If all areas 
of medium- and high-severity alligator cracking are repaired with 
full-depth patching prior to the overlay of an asphalt pavement, 
then a thinner asphalt overlay can be used. If they are not 
repaired, then a thicker asphalt or a PCC overlay will be 
necessary. 

There are numerous other factors ( as discussed in Module 5-1) that 
should be considered, including: 

1. Initial Cost. 

2. Life-Cycle Cost. 

3. Overhead Clearance Problems. 

4. Curb Clearance. 

5. Traffic Control Constraints During Construction. 

6. Design Reliability and Expected Performance. 

7. Future Maintenance Options. 

8. Material Availability. 

9. Energy and Environmental Constraints. 

5.4 Milling and Recycling as an Option 

As part of the overlay selection process, the use of a combination of 
milling, recycling and overlay should be considered. Milling refers to the 
removal of some of the existing pavement. Recycling refers to the operation 
of reusing (usually after some processing) some of the existing material from 
the project or other projects. Depending on conditions, a combination of 
milling and overlay or milling, recycling and overlay may be a feasible 
alternative for good performance. 

5.4.1 Consideration Factors for Selection of Recycling 

Among some of the factors contributing to the process of selecting 
recycling as a component of the overlay for any specific project are the 
following: 

1. Location and Size of Project. 

2. Existing Pavement Cross Section. 

3. Pavement Cross-Section Slope, Distortion, Rutting. 

4. Geometrics. 

5. Pavement Section. 
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In summary, all known information about the pavement materials and 
background needs to be summarized and used in the decision process. 
Surprises at the time of construction can usually be avoided by proper 
testing, evaluation, planning, and design. 

5.4.2 Flexible Pavement Recycling/Overlay 

There are three basic flexible pavement recycling methods that could be 
used in ·combination with overlay on AC pavement: 

1. Surface. 

2. In-place. 

3. Central plant, hot or cold mix processing. 

There are several combinations of methods and equipment that could be 
utilized in a project, in which case, specific advantages and disadvantages 
of each process should be carefully considered. Only surface recycling is 
discussed in combination with overlaying, as it offers a great amount of 
flexibility to work with the existing pavement. 

Surface recycling is defined in the NCHRP 1-17 study (.2.) as the 
reworking of the surface of a pavement to a depth of less than about an inch 
by heater-planer, heater scarifier, hot-milling, cold-planing, or cold 
milling device. It is a continuous, single- or multiple-pass operation that 
can involve the use of new AC overlay materials, including aggregates, 
rejuvenators or mixtures. 

Surface recycling has specific advantages, including the reduction of 
thermal reflection cracking, improvement of skid resistance, reduction of 
localized roughness, and treatment of a variety of distress types (minor 
raveling, minor flushing, minor corrugation, slight rutting, oxidation, minor 
faulting) in a cost-effective manner. It promotes a bond between the old 
pavement and thin overlay. This procedure should not be used on severely 
flushed pavements or pavements with pronounced structural problems. 

The remaining recycling options are considered to be a normal process 
to furnish material for an asphalt concrete mixture. If their use is 
economical in an overlay project, and the thickness reduction from removal is 
economical, recycling should be included. 

6.0 TIMING OF RESURFACING 

After pavements are constructed, they generally perform in a 
satisfactory manner for some period of time with a slow rate of 
deterioration. At some point they begin to deteriorate quickly, as 
illustrated in Figure 5-2.4(a). The time at which an overlay is placed may 
have significant impact on the cost-effectiveness of the overlay. User 
costs, pre-overlay restoration, overlay thickness, construction costs, and 
overlay life are all affected by the condition of the existing pavement prior 
to the overlay. As the pavement serviceability decreases below a critical 
level, user costs generally increase rapidly. These user costs include 
vehicle maintenance and operation costs, delay, and discomfort. The change 
in user cost is illustrated in Figure 5-2.4(b ). 
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As the pavement condition deteriorates, additional distress is also 
developing. This additional distress requires additional repair, in terms of 
patching, subsealing, and joint repair prior to placement of the overlay. 
Even with these repairs, deflection analysis may indicate that additional 
thickness is required for the overlay. All of these factors lead to 
increased rehabilitation costs as illustrated in Figure 5-2.4( c ). Not only 
are costs affected by the time of placement, but the service life of the 
overlay may also be decreased, even with increased thickness ( due to "unseen" 
deterioration in the pavement structure, such as softening of pavement layers 
from excessive free moisture, contamination oflayers from fines pumped from 
the subgrade and micro-cracks in AC or PCC from fatigue damage). 

The life-cycle cost including user and rehabilitation costs will 
increase as rehabilitation is delayed. Figure 5-2.4( d) shows how life-cycle 
costs could vary if an overlay were placed at any year after construction. 
The life-cycle costs would be high if an overlay was placed shortly after 
construction because it would be an unnecessary expenditure. As the pavement 
ages and is subjected to traffic, its serviceability level decreases which 
increases user costs, pre-overlay repair requirements and subsequently the 
required overlay thickness. The low point in the curve of total annual costs 
indicates the optimum time to perform rehabilitation. Any delay in placing 
the overlay beyond that time will result in increased life-cycle and 
rehabilitation costs, often referred to as "deferred maintenance costs" (1). 

Overlays should be planned so that they can be placed at the optimum 
time. Since it can take several years of advance planning to get an overlay 
constructed, the agency needs to monitor the pavement to detect deterioration 
levels which indicate the need for an overlay in the near future. 

7.0 ADVANTAGES/DISADVANTAGES OF ALTERNATE OVERLAYS 

Each overlay type has distinct advantages and disadvantages. Flexible 
overlays often allow easier traffic control because only one lane needs to be 
closed at a time. Rigid overlays often do not have that advantage although 
unique construction and traffic control techniques have been used to 
alleviate this problem. 

All types of overlays have the capability to provide a smooth wearing 
surface and to increase serviceability to a level as good or better than that 
produced during the initial construction. 

Nearly all types and designs of overlays have the disadvantages of 
decreasing overhead clearances, requiring overlaying of the shoulders (which 
may not need it), raising guard rails, placing additional fill material 
adjacent to shoulders, decreasing curb height, and disturbing drainage 
patterns. It has been found that m some instances, successive overlays 
provide shorter and shorter life extensions ( e.g., first overlay fails after 
15 years, second one after 9 years) (10). This would, of course, depend 
greatly upon the pre-overlay repair and design. 

In general, thick AC overlays and unbonded PCC overlays are most 
practical when the existing pavement is in poor condition and is more suited 
as a "support" for the overlay rather than as a part of the pavement 
structural system. Thus, these are two solutions that are generally 
acceptable for all conditions, although these solutions may not always be the 
most cost-effective. 
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If the existing pavement is structurally sound or can be economically 
restored to a structurally sound condition, then other alternatives are 
available to make maximum use of the existing pavement structure. These 
alternatives would include minimum thicknesses of AC overlays with a variety 
of reflective crack control possibilities for flexible pavements repaired to 
good to fair condition. Bonded or partially bonded PCC overlays or minimum 
thickness of AC overlays with reflective crack control are possible for 
existing PCC pavements. 

8.0 PROBLEMS/LIMITATIONS OF CURRENT OVERLAY DESIGN 

A number of important problems that must be solved to improve 
evaluation and overlay design techniques are listed below (11): 

1. More effort should be directed toward developing comparisons 
between stiffness properties estimated by deflection or other 
nondestructive measuring techniques and laboratory-determined 
stiffness values from cores and bulk samples. This would greatly 
assist in the improvement of overlay design procedures. 

2. Considerable effort should be directed toward solving the 
reflection cracking problem in overlays. Reflection cracking is 
the major problem with overlays and should be considered in the 
design process. 

3. There is a lack of performance data for overlays. Because this 
type of information requires time to accumulate, efforts should be 
directed toward this aspect of performance evaluation. 

9.0 REFLECTION CRACKING 

The overlay design procedures in use today provide an overlay thickness 
that will prolong the life of the pavement from either a serviceability 
viewpoint (by reducing roughness), or from a structural viewpoint (by 
reducing deflections). A comprehensive and practical design procedure 
considering the problem of reflection cracking is not yet available to the 
highway industry. Numerous researchers are currently investigating this 
problem which may lead to design considerations available in the near future 
(2). This section provides a brief overview of the causes and potential 
solutions for reflection cracking. 

9.1 Causes 

A reflection crack is a crack in a new surface that appears as a result 
of the presence of a crack in the old surface. Reflection cracking occurs in 
all types of pavements but is pronounced in resurfaced jointed concrete 
pavements and in flexible pavements with low temperature thermal cracks. The 
movements at these joints or cracks cause a physical tearing of the overlay 
material right at the discontinuity produced by the joint or crack (2). 

There are different reasons for the movement at the existing joints or 
cracks: 

1. Large seasonal temperature variation. 
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2. Daily temperature cycles. 

3. Traffic loads. 

Lower seasonal temperatures produce a horizontal opening due to the 
contraction of the original surface (see Figure 5-2.5). A thermally induced 
tensile stress is also produced in the overlay due to the contraction that 
the overlay material experiences, as shown in Figure 5-2.6. The combination 
of these stresses will be most severe directly over the joint or crack. 

Daily temperature cycles also produce thermal tensile stresses in the 
overlay. In a concrete pavement, the temperature cycling produces 
temperature gradients in the slab that result in curling at the joints. When 
the temperature drops and the top of the slab is cooler than the bottom, the 
slab will curl upward (see Figure 5-2.7). This causes an opening that, while 
less severe than a low temperature opening, occurs far more often (.2:). 

Traffic loading results in a completely different type of deformation 
as shown in Figure 5-2.8. This differential vertical deflection across the 
joint causes a shearing action in the overlay rather than the opening mode 
produced by the other causes. This type of deformation occurs much more 
often than the others but is typically much smaller which reduces the rate of 
propagation (.2:). 

9.2. Factors Affecting Propagation 

Each cycle of low temperature and traffic causes damage to the overlay 
and pushes the crack further up into the overlay. The crack does not 
propagate equally with each type of deformation, even for the same magnitude, 
and the number of loads by itself is not a criterion for predicting the rate 
of reflection cracking. The rate of growth of the crack depends upon many 
things, including the amount of load transfer that exists across the crack or 
joint in the old pavement. The less load transfer that exists, the quicker 
the crack will propagate. When designing an overlay to resist reflection 
cracking it is important to determine the amount of load transfer exhibited 
by the old pavement (.2:). 

Once a reflection crack breaks through the overlay, the rate at which 
further deterioration ( such as spalling) occurs is dictated by the materials 
and the load transfer which affects the amount of relative movement from one 
side of the crack to the other as a load passes over (.2:). The mechanics of 
reflection cracking will not be covered here, but a complete analysis on this 
subject is given in Reference 12. 

The key to eliminating reflection cracking would be to eliminate the 
deformations and stresses produced over the existing discontinuity. Since 
this cannot be accomplished, efforts must focus on reducin~ the rate of 
appearance and subsequent rate of deterioration of reflect10n cracking. 

9.3 Influence of Deflections 

A Virginia study yielded the data presented in Table 5-2.2, showing the 
influence of different vertical deflections on the rate of reflection 
cracking. The horizontal deformations are assumed to be the same for all 
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Table 5-2.2. Influence of Differential Vertical Deflection on Rate of 
Reflection Cracking (Z). 

Differential Vertical 
Deflection % Of Joints Cracked 

in (mm) Fabric Control 

0.000 (0.00) 0 44 

0.002 .(0.05) 29 54 

0.004 (0.10) 74 88 

0.006 (0.15) 88 100 

0.008 (0.20) 100 100 
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sections. The Asphalt Institute (13) calls for limiting differential 
deflection to 0.002 inches under a 9000 lb wheel load for a good performing 
overlay and also specifies that the maximum opening resulting from low 
temperatures should be limited to 0.05 inches. Since typical joints and 
cracks in PCC or AC pavements exhibit movements several times greater than 
these values it is unlikely that these limits on deformation levels can be 
economically accomplished in most circumstances. 

9.4 Treatments 

Present concerns with reflection cracking focus on three areas: 

1. The rate of reflection cracking through the overlay. 

2. The severity of the crack after reflection cracking occurs. 

3. The amount of water that can infiltrate through the crack. 

The treatments discussed in this section are directed toward one or 
more of these areas. Procedures used in overlays to reduce reflection 
cracking attempt to serve one or more of the following functions (2): 

1. Eliminate the cracks completely. 

2. Reduce the rate of appearance of the reflection cracking. 

3. Reduce the severity of the reflection cracks when they 
eventually do occur. 

4. Provide a waterproof barrier that will prevent moisture from 
penetrating into the foundation materials once the overlay does 
crack. 

Several treatment methods have been used inan attempt to reduce the 
rate or severity of reflection cracking. These methods are summarized below. 

9.4.1 Fabric Stress Relieving Interlayer 

Geotextile treatments employ fabrics that may be woven or nonwoven 
synthetic materials made of polypropolene, polyester, fiberglass, nylon, or 
combinations of these materials. Some of the more commonly used fabrics 
include Petromat, Typar, Bidim, Mirafi, and others (15). 

The purpose of the fabric is fourfold: 

1. Provide a stress-relieving interlayer. 

2. Provide physical restraint to the movement of the crack 
as the underlying joint or crack opens. 

3. Keep the width of the crack small once it has reflected 
through. 

4. Retard or prevent the infiltration of water through the 
reflection crack into the sub layers. 
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Fabrics have experienced a mixed success rate. They have been used 
with both flexible and rigid pavements, with the best results coming from 
flexible pavement applications. Even if the overlay cracks, these treatments 
do provide some measure of waterproofing, although the extent of 
waterproofing has not been substantiated. Best results occur when the fabric 
is placed within the overlay, which will require two layers exceeding a 
minimum thickness. 

9.4.2 Reinforcing Fabrics and Grids 

The major difference between fabrics used for stress relief and those 
used for reinforcing is their in-place modulus relative to the asphaltic 
concrete of the overlay. Reinforcing fabrics or grids have a higher modulus 
than that of the surrounding overlay. Typical reinforcing fabrics are woven 
fiberglass such as Roadbond/Roadglass, Burlington glass fabric, and Bay Mills 
Glasgrid; reinforcing grids include Tensar and others (2). It is only with 
reinforcing fabrics and grids that the reflection crack may be stopped below 
the reinforcing layer and turned to travel horizontally. 

Although fabrics and grids may provide some benefit to the overlay in 
retarding load-induced reflection crackmg, their principal benefit is in 
retarding thern;iaUy-caused reflection cracking. Thus it is wise before using 
any fabric or grid to provide as much load transfer and as good a supporting 
base layer below the old pavement surface as possible. This can be 
accomplished in PCC pavements through restoration of load transfer across 
joints and cracks with dowel bars placed in slabs and through subsealing if 
loss of support exists. · 

9.4.3 Stress-Relieving Interlayer 

This treatment differs from stress-relieving fabric in that it is 
constructed on the existing pavement surface. This treatment can cover the 
entire pavement surface and generally involves a spray application of rubber 
asphalt with aggregate chips. Its function is the same as the manufactured 
treatments, i.e., to absorb the deformations fro!ll the existing pavement. 

One such treatment is called the Stress Absorbing Membrane Interlayer, 
(SAMI), which is a surface treatment made with rubber asphalt and stone chips 
and may be up to 0.5 inch thick It has worked effectively over flexible 
pavements with fatigue cracking, but provides no benefit for vertical , 
deformation produced by traffic over a transverse joint or transverse working 
crack. 

9.4.4 Crack-Arresting Interlayer 

The crack-arrestingfoterlaycr is a thick granular layer that arrests 
or stops the development of the reflection crack by providmg a large voicl 
space that effectively blunts the cracks. Open-gra,ded granular layers about 
3 1/2 inches thick have been used with low fines content and large-sized 
aggregates. They are often stabilized with asphalt cement. 

Crack-arresting interlayers have proven to be effective when properly 
designed and constructed. Their effectiveness is reduced when not properly 
compacted, resulting in an unstable mix. Due to the large top size of the 
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aggregate, the layer is generally 3 to 4 inches thick plus an AC surfacing on 
t~p, causing cle~rance and shoulder e!~vation_ problems •. Jn a~dition,_ even 
with 25% air vmds, these asphalt stab1hzed mtxes have soqietnnes stnpped 
after being in service. 

9.4.5 Pre-Overlay Rehabilitation 

.APyJorm of rehabilitation or restoration that reduces.the movement at 
thejo111tsor cracks will reduce reflection cracking. For PCC pavements this 
includes cement grouting to fill voids and load transfer restoration with 
dowels to reduce the vertical differential deflection. 

Breaking and seating the slabs is a method that reduces the opening 
deformation by reducing the slab length. Aggregate interlock must be 
maintained and the size of the broken pieces is critical to overlay . 
performance. If reinforcement exists, it must be broken or the cracks will 
not open sufficiently to reduce joint opening. The broken pieces must be 
firmly seated into the foundation prior to overlay. If the foundation is 
weak, the pieces may rock and result in significant reflection cracking 
surrounding the pieces. 

The slabs must not be broken so badly that aggregate interlock is 
lost. This is needed to prevent the pieces from rocking, which will cause a 
reflection crack. Various agencies have had success with such broken piece 
sizes as 3 x 3 feet maximum down to 1 x 1 foot. The smaller sizes require a 
very solid foundation. 

9.4.6 Reflection Cracking Severity Control 

In addition to methods that try to reduce the rate of cracking, some 
agencies allow the cracks to occur but have tried to reduce their severity 
and rate of deterioration. Several northeastern states mark the pavement 
prior to overlay and then saw a joint reservoir in the asphalt concrete 
overlay directly over the old joint or crack. This new reservoir is then 
sealed and treated as a joint. This technique greatly reduces the spalling 
that occurs at the reflection crack over many years. However, care must be 
taken to ensure that the new joint is placed directly over the old. 

The states using such techniques have long-jointed reinforced ' 
pavements. These pavement t).'pes experience the largest amount of joint 
opening and are more susceptible to reflection cracking than a plain concrete 
pavement with 15 foot joint spacing. The shorter jointed pavements require a 
proportionately larger amount of sawing and, because of this added work, 
other methods may prove more cost-effective. This technique has been used 
effectively by some states for over 20 years. 

Increased overlay thickness will reduce severity of reflection cracks 
but is not normally cost-effective. Thickness increases 3 to 6 inches have 
shown a great influence on both rate of propagation and severity; however, 
overlays over 6 inches have shown less influence on the rate of reflection 
cracking. 
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9.4.7 Treatment Comparison 

The results of a comprehensive study by the Georgia DOT (16), 
illustrated in Figures 5-2.9 through 5-2.11, show the influence of different 
treatments and the effect of overlay thickness. The unexpected influence of 
adding subdrains cannot be interpreted without knowing the quality of the 
installations and whether the foundation and moisture conditions varied 
appreciably. None of the treatments illustrated have any influence on crack 
propagation developing from the differential deflections under traffic. More 
work is needed to quantify these deflections before a design procedure for 
reflection cracking can be formulated. 

Reference 14 contains a summary of the methods of design and practice 
to reduce reflection cracking in bituminous overlays used by highway 
agencies across the United States. From that study, the following 
conclusions were drawn: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Design criteria is not available for use in the design of fabric 
overlays. However, the research projects currently ongoing may 
lead to the development of such a method. 

The experimental project experiences in many states have not 
resulted in clearly defined results. While some agencies report 
successful use, other have had failures. However, construction 
techniques that appear to have practical validity have been 
developed in those states reporting successful use of fabrics. 

There is evidence suggesting that the waterproofing caf abilities 
of fabric treatment are the most promising attributes o fabrics 
in an asphalt overlay system. The capabihty of impermeable 
fabrics to prevent the pumping of fines from AC or PCC pavement 
base layers also offer benefits that should contribute to 
extending roadway serviceability. 

There is evidence that fabrics offer benefits in delaying 
reflection cracking only when the existing roadway provides 
structurally adequate foundations, in which case, the 
maintenance/rehabilitation requirement focus on rideability. 

A similar study by an NCHRP research panel (11) that included 
reflection cracking in the AC overlay over flexible or rigid pavements was 
performed at the same time as the NEEP 10 project (14). The conclusions of 
that study were (17): 

1. Overlay systems that have retarded reflection cracking of asphalt 
concrete overlays on old asphalt concrete pavements are 
low-viscosity asphalt (in the overlay or as an interlayer), 
surface recycling of the old surface, asphalt-rubber interlayer, 
certain fabrics (for other than thermally induced cracks), and 
thick overlays ( > 2 inches). 

2. Overlay systems that have retarded reflection cracking of asphalt 
concrete overlays on old Portland cement concrete pavements are 6 
inch thick overlays where vertical movement is not excessive, and 
stress-relieving layers such as a prefabricated fabric membrane 
strips or a 2.5 inch layer of open-graded asphalt concrete base. 
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10.0 

3. 

4. 

For bonded and partially-bonded Portland cement concrete overlays, 
new joints should be placed over old joints; unbonded overlays do 
not require matching joints. 

Additional research and field testing are necessary to verify 
theoretical approaches as practical design systems. 

SUMMARY 

Resurfacing is the major rehabilitation alternative used in the U.S. 
The type of overlay to be used for each pavement depends on the function of 
the overlay and the type and condition of the existing pavement. A detailed 
pavement survey and evaluation must be performed to ensure the selection of a 
feasible overlay. Overlays are used to correct pavement problems such as: 
reduced skid resistance, irregular pavement profile, inadequate surface 
slopes for drainage, existence of surface deterioration, impaired appearance, 
and structural deficiency. 

There are two basic types of overlay: flexible overlays made with 
asphaltic materials and rigid overlays made with PCC concrete. There are 
many variations of each overlay type and each variation is best suited for 
specific situations. 

Pre-overlay treatment and repair is essential to the performance of the 
overlay. An analysis of the patching cost ( amount of patching) versus 
overlay cost (thickness) should be performed to arrive at the optimum 
solution for both. However, any seriously deteriorated area not repaired 
will propagate through most overlays. 

There are four approaches for the design of overlays, each with a 
different underlying philosophy. Inputs for overlay design were also 
discussed, including the use of diagnostic investigations ( e.g., NDT and 
coring). Factors were also presented for the selection of the overlay type. 
A major point that requires consideration in every overlay design is the use 
of combinations of milling and recycling with overlays as a rehabilitation 
alternative. 

Advantages and disadvantages of different overlay types were discussed, 
as well as problems/limitations of current overlay design. 

Finally, a brief overview of reflection cracking was given, including 
the causes and different treatments available. 
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MODULES-3 

DESIGN OF OVERLAYS FOR FLEXIBLE PAVEMENTS 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module presents current design practices for overlays of flexible 
pavements. The AASHTO design procedure (structural deficiency approach) is 
emphasized and other design procedures are discussed, including the Asphalt 
Institute procedure ( deflection-based approach). The underlying principles 
of each method are presented to develop a basic understanding of the 
procedure and to recognize the limitations of each procedure. 

Upon completion of this module, the participant will be able to 
accomplish the following: 

1. State the basic approach of the AASHTO overlay design procedure. 

2. Design a flexible overlay for a flexible pavement using the AASHTO 
procedure. 

3. State the basic design approach of the Asphalt Institute 
procedure. 

4. Design a flexible overlay fora flexible pavement using the 
Asphalt Institute method. 

5. List the limitations of each overlay design method. 

6. State the approach for the design of rigid overlays of flexible 
pavements. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

In this section, several different procedures are discussed for the 
design of overlays for flexible pavements. These procedures enable the 
engineer to determine overlay thickness requirements for the given pavement 
condition and traffic levels. As discussed in Module 5-2, there is no 
universally accepted method for the design of overlays. Therefore, the 
procedures presented here should be used as a guide and adjusted to fit local 
conditions as needed. In addition, it is assumed that pre-overlay repair and 
reflective crack control actions are taken. If this is not the case, then 
the overlay will likely fail prematurely. 

3.0 TYPES OF OVERLAYS OVER FLEXIBLE PAVEMENTS 

There are two major types of overlays for flexible pavements with many 
subtypes: 

1. Asphalt Concrete Overlay. 

2. Portland Cement Concrete Overlay. 
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The selection of overlay type depends largely upon the life-cycle costs 
generated for each overlay type. However, engineering factors such as the 
condition of the existing pavement, the current and future traffic levels, 
service life and traffic control constraints must also be considered. 

Asphalt concrete overlays are the predominant overlay type for both 
flexible and rigid pavements. They may be placed for either structural 
improvements or for surficial improvements. The use of rigid overlays on 
flexible pavements is somewhat uncommon; however, they have been used very 
successfully in the U.S. and other countries. This alternative may be most 
cost effective when severely distressed flexible pavements ( and no severe 
vertical clearance problems) are encountered. 

4.0 AASHTO DESIGN METHOD FOR FLEXIBLE OVERLAYS ON FLEXIBLE PAVEMENTS 

The AASHTO overlay methodology is based upon the serviceability
performance relationships previously discussed. The AASHTO procedure makes 
use of the concept of remaining pavement life by direct consideration of the 
damage in the existin~ pavement as well as the acceptable level of damage 
( design terminal serviceability level) for the overlay. 

The AASHTO procedure incorporates and encourages the use of 
nondestructive testing (NDT) as a major input into the overall design 
methodology. The major use of NDT is the characterization of the in-place 
roadbed soil and pavement layer material properties. This leads to the 
determination of the effective structural capacity of the existing pavement. 

Figure 5-3.1 shows the conceptual relationship between traffic 
loadings, pavement serviceability and structural capacity. This relationship 
serves as the basis for the AASHTO overlay design procedure. The original 
pavement is assigned an initial serviceability of p0 and an initial 
structural capacity of SC0 . With traffic loadings tne pavement 
deteriorates, gradually reaching the selected terminal serviceability of 
P t1 after x load repetitions of traffic. At this time the existing 
pavement has a structural capacity designated as S½:eff· 

To elevate the condition of the pavement to a serviceability near the 
original value (P 0 ), additional structural capacity in the form of an 
overlay ( designated as SCoL) is required. This structural capacity and the 
effective structural capacity of the existing pavement should be equivalent 
to the structural capacity (SC.,) of an overlaid pavement designed for the 
given conditions and projected traffic loadings (y). The values Nrx- and 
Nrv represent the amount of traffic loadings required to deteriorate the 
pavement to its "failure" serviceability (Pf), where it is assumed that no 
remaining life exists in the pavement (i.e., SCeff = 0). 

4.1 Fundamentals of the AASHTO Overlay Design Procedure 

The AASHTO design for flexible pavements is an empirical procedure 
derived from the 1958-60 AASHO Road Test data. The basic design equation 
gives the relationship between a pavement structural requirement and the 
number 18-kip equivalent single axle loads the pavement can carry to a 
selected terminal serviceability. As discussed in previous modules, the 
pavement structural requirement is defined by the structural number as 
follows: 
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where: 
SN = pavement structural number, a number (weighted 

thickness) representing the required strength of 
the entire pavement structure. 

ai, a2, a3 = coefficients to represent the material quality 
of the surface, base, and sub base layers of the 
pavement, respectively. 

D1, D2, D3 = the thicknesses, in inches, of the surface, 
base, and subbase layers, respectively. 

m2, m3 = drainage coefficients to represent the drainage 
characteristics of the base and subbase layers, 
respectively. 

For flexible pavements, the structural number (SN) is equivalent to the 
structural capacity. A satisfactory design is achieved whenever the 
calculated SN (using the above equation) is equal to or greater than the 
required SN. The required SN is a function of traffic, subgrade support, 
environmental factors and the initial and terminal serviceability required 
for the pavement. The required SN for a given set of conditions is 
determined using the nomograph in Module 3-2. 

The AASHTO flexible overlay design approach is based on the following 
structural deficiency concept (1): 

in which 

where: 

SNoL = SNy - FRL (SNxeff) 

SNoL = Structural Number of the overlay 

hoL = required AC overlay thickness (in inches) 

aOL = layer coefficient assigned to the AC overlay material 

SNxeff = Effective Structural Number of the existing pavement 

SNv = Structural Number of a new pavement designed to carry 
the specified traffic over the new design period and for 
the given subgrade support, and environmental conditions 

and serviceability loss. 

· FRL = Remaining Life Factor accounting for the damage of the 
existmg pavement and the desired degree of damage to the 
overlay at the end of the overlay traffic (always:'.: 1 ). 

Thus, the required structural number of the overlay is equal to the 
difference between the structural number of a new design (for the projected 
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traffic and the existing soil and drainage conditions) and the (weighted) 
effective structural number of the existing pavement. · 

4.2 Overlay Design Process 

This section presents the specific steps in the AASHTO overlay design 
process for flexible overlays of flexible pavements. It is emphasized that 
the approach is applicable to all possible combinations of overlay and 
existing pavement types. 

There are seven steps in theAASHTO overlay design procedure (1): 

1. Analysis Unit Delineation. 

2. Traffic Analysis. 

3. Materials and Environmental Study. 

4. Effective Structural Capacity Analysis. 

5. Future Overlay Structural Capacity Analysis. 

6. Remaining Life Factor Determination. 

7. Overlay Design Analysis. 

Procedures to conduct each of these steps follows. 

4.2.1 Analysis Unit Delineation 

The first step in the overlay design process is the delineation of 
basic analysis units. The objective is to determine boundaries along the 
project length that subdivide the rehabilitation project into statistically 
homogenous pavement units possessing uniform pavement cross sections, 
subgrade support, construction histories and pavement condition. If more 
than one analysis unit is identified, practical construction and cost 
considerations must be used to decide whether separate overlay designs should 
be developed for each analysis unit or which units should be combined (1). 

In determining analysis units, there are two extreme cases which may be 
encountered (1): 

Case I. Accurate Historic Data Unavailable 

If a review of historic data discloses little useful information, an 
NOT deflection study should be conducted first along with a visual distress 
survey. Deflection testing should be done in the outer wheel path of the 
lane adjacent to the outer shoulder for multilane facilities. For two-lane 
highways, testing in the outer wheel path in one direction is normally 
sufficient, unless there are obvious differences in conditions in each 
section. If that is the case, then a similar test pattern should be 
conducted in each direction. When prior information concerning unit 
boundaries is unavailable, the testing should be conducted with deflections 
taken at equal intervals of 300 to 500 feet. This pavement response data 
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should be analyzed (statistically or plotted on a profile) to delineate the 
boundaries of the units. The engineer should then make an evaluation 
regarding the practicality of these unit lengths for constructability and 
cost-effectiveness. A general guideline for a minimum unit ( construction) 
length is a half mile. 

The analysis units determined through the combined use of NDT and 
engineering judgment are then used as the basis for conducting any 
destructive testing ( coring) necessary to determine pavement layer material 
and subgrade type and thickness. In turn, this information is then used to 
verify and/or modify the units previously established. 

Case II. Accurate Historic Data Available 

When accurate historic traffic construction and design information 
regarding a specific pavement is available, the engineer has a relatively 
good idea as to unit boundaries prior to any field testing. In this case, 
nondestructive deflection testing (10-15 test points randomly selected in 
each unit) can be conducted to verify ( and modify if needed) the preliminary 
units selected. If necessary, a destructive sampling plan can be developed 
to further examine the appropriateness of the selected analysis units. 

4.2.2 Traffic Analysis 

The purpose of the traffic analysis step is twofold. First, it is 
necessary to determine the cumulative 18-kip equivalent single-axle load 
(ESAL) applications anticipated for the overlay. Future traffic projections 
are an estimate and the further one projects ahead, the less reliable the 
estimate. Such difficulties notwithstanding, traffic projections must be 
made as part of the overlay design process. 

Second, it is necessary to determine the cumulative 18-kip ESAL 
applications sustained by the existing pavement to date since its last major 
construction or reconstruction. There may be some difficulty in obtainmg 
accurate traffic histories, but this information is needed to help estimate 
the remaining life of the existing pavement. The above traffic computations 
are discussed in detail in Module 2-5. 

4.2.3 Materials and Environmental Study 

Design values for layer materials used in the rehabilitation process 
may be categorized into three major groups: 

1. Existing pavement layer properties. 

2. Existing pavement subgrade properties. 

3. Design properties of overlay layers (including the use of recycled 
materials). 

The primary material property of concern for all three categories 
listed above is the elastic modulus. 
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Prediction of Pavement Layer Moduli (Existing Pavement) 

Deflection testing is used to estimate the in-place properties ( elastic 
modulus) of each layer within the pavement structure. The underlying 
assumption of NDT is that a unique set of layer moduli (E1, E2, ... 
En) exists such that the predicted deflection basin under tlie dynamic 
load-pavement combination yields values equal to the measured deflection 
basin. Multilayer elastic theory is used in a "backcalculating" technique to 
arrive at the layer moduli values satisfying the measured and predicted 
deflection basin values. Backcalculation should only be done when layer 
thicknesses are known from coring results. NDT surveys should be conducted 
at the time of year the pavement is at its weakest due to seasonal 
environmental conditions (1). 

A limitation of this approach is that the mathematical complexities 
require a computerized solution. However, several such solutions are 
available on mainframe and microcomputer systems. More information on 
determination of the pavement layer moduli is found in Reference 1. 

The determination of reasonable moduli values is by no means an easy 
task. Considerable experience and engineeringjudgment is required. Values 
obtained from the computer backcalculation analyses that appear to be 
unrealistic should be reevaluated in terms of the type of materials 
identified from coring. 

The extent of pre-overlay repair of the existing pavement will have a 
major effect on overlay performance (as discussed in Module 5-2). The AASHTO 
design procedure assumes that significantly deteriorated areas are repaired. 
Failure to repair such areas will result in premature failure of the overlay. 

Prediction of Subgrade Layer Moduli (Existing Pavement) 

The resilient modulus of the subgrade is obtained from the same NDT 
deflection testing conducted for the structural layers. However, because the 
subgrade modulus will vary throughout a typical year, and because some 
subgrade soils exhibit a degree of nonlinear behavior, additional analysis of 
the subgrade modulus is required. When a subgrade behaves in a nonlinear 
fashion, it exhibits "stress sensitivity" (i.e., modulus decreases as stress 
increases). Therefore, adjustments must be made to the values obtained from 
NDT to account for these factors. More information on determination of the 
subgrade modulus (and any required adjustments) is found in Reference 1. · 

Deflection equipment that does not produce loadings near the design 
9-kip wheel loads may not produce moduli that exist under traffic loads of 
this magnitude. Therefore, it is essential that the deflection equipment be 
capable of providing adequate loads. 

Design Properties of Overlay Materials 

The selection of appropriate design modulus and/or strength parameters 
for the AC materials to be used in the overlay are treated as new materials. 
Their properties are discussed in Module 2-3. 
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4.2.4 Effective Structural Capacity Analysis 

The fourth step in an overlay analysis is to estimate the effective 
(in-place) structural capacity of the pavement to be overlaid. Information 
regarding material properties derived in the previous step (step 3) is used 
to arrive at this parameter. As previously mentioned, the effective 
structural capacity is equivalent to the effective structural number 
(SNxeff) for flexible pavement systems (1). 

The following steps are performed in the determination of the effective 
structural number: 

where: 

1. Using the modulus values obtained in step 3 ( described above), the 
existing layer coefficients are determined from the appropriate 
tables presented in Module 2-3. 

2. Based on the conditions of the existing pavement, an estimate is 
made on the drainage coefficients ( as described in Module 2-4 ). 

3. SNxeff is then calculated by using the equation 

SNxeff = a 1 D1 + a2D2m2 + a3D3m3 

SNxeff = Effective Structural Number 

a1, a2, a3 = layer coefficients for surface, base, 
and subbase, respectively 

D1, D2, D3 = layer thicknesses for surface, base, 
ancf subbase, respectively 

m2, m3 = drainage coefficients to represent the 
dramage characteristics of the base and 
subbase layers, respectively. 

It is important to note that the predicted moduHof any asphalt layer 
must be adjusted to a standardized temperature of 70°F before computing the 
effective structural number (1). 

It is also possible to determine the effective structural number using 
only the maximum deflection obtained from NDT testing, provided the 
characteristics of the NDT device are known. More information on this 
alternative procedure is found in Reference 1. 

The determination of the effective structural number of the existing 
pavement (SNxeff) is the most critical step in the design procedure. 
Overestimating "SNxeff will result in an overlay which 1s inadequate for the 
existing conditions, wfiereas underestimating SNxeff will result in 
over-design of the overlay. 
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4.2.5 Future Overlay Structural Capacity Analysis 

The fifth step in an overlay design analysis is to determine the future 
overlay structural capacity (i.e., structural number). The objective of this 
step is to determine the total structural number of a new pavement designed 
to carry the anticipated traffic loading (y repetitions) in the overlay 
period to a terminal serviceability of Pt2 usmg the existing subgrade 
support. This concept was illustrated in Figure 5-3.1. This step in the 
overlay process is in essence a new pavement design for a flexible system. 
It should also be noted that Pt1 (serviceability of the existing pavement 
prior to overlay) need not be equal to Pt2 (serviceability of overlaid 
pavement at the end of the design perioo of the overlay) (1). 

This step is accomplished by using Module 3-2 for new pavement design. 
The following inputs are required: 

1. R = Reliability Level (As discussed in Module 2-6) 

2. S0 = Standard Deviation (As discussed in Module 2-6) 

3. W 18 = Future (Projected) 18-kip ESAL applications (As 
discussed in Module 2-5) 

4. ERs = Resilient Modulus of Roadbed Soil (As discussed in 
Modufo2-2). 

5. PSI= Change in Pavement Serviceability over Future Life 

PSI = p02 - Pt2 , where 

Po2 = initial serviceability of overlay 
( 4.2 for new pavements at AASHO Road Test) 

Pt2 = terminal serviceability of overlay 
(generally 2.0 to 3.0) 

4.2.6 Remaining Life Factor Determination 

Step six in the overlay design analysis is to determine the remaining 
life factor, FRL' This is an adjustment factor applied to the effective 
capacity parameter (SNx.eff) to reflect a more realistic assessment of the 
weighted effective car,ac1ty during the overlay period. This factor depends 
upon the remaining hfe value of the existing pavement prior to overlay 
(RLx) and on the remaining life of the overlaid pavement system after the 
overlay traffic (and subsequent serviceability) has been reached (RLv)· As 
a consequence, both of these values (R1.,x and RLy) must be known ('1.). 

Remaining Life of Existing Pavement 

The remaining life of the existing pavement (R1,x) prior to overlay is 
a difficult parameter to accurately determine. There are five methods that 
can be used to evaluate the remaining life of the existing pavement. A brief 
overview of the methods is given below. More information on the 
determination of RLx is found in Reference 1. 
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The five methods used to estimate the remaining life of the existing 
pavement are (1): 

1. NDT Approach. 

The percent remaining life is found by comparing the 
effective structural number of the existing pavement 
(SNxeff, determined from NDT) to the original pavement 
structural number (SN0 ), i.e., 

~ = SNxeff/SN o 

where ~ is the pavement condition factor. With this 
factor determined, Figure 5-3.2 can be used to obtain RLx. 

2. Traffic Approach. 

When reasonably accurate traffic information is available, 
the predicted traffic loading to failure (Nfx, generally 
taken as Pf = 2.0) is computed and compared to the actual 
cumulative traffic loading over the life of the existing 
pavement: 

RLx = (Nfx - x)/Nfx 

3. Time Approach. 

The remaining life factor is estimated based on the time the 
section has been in service ( t ), its expected life before 
requiring an overlay (T f), and projected traffic growth 
rate (rJ. Figure 5-3.3 is used with the above inputs to 
obtain'1.<. Ix 

4. Serviceability Approach. 

A knowledge of the Present Serviceability Index (PSI) and of 
the original pavement structural number (SN0 ) is used to 
estimate the remaining life by using Figure 5-j,4, 

5. Visual Condition Survey Approach. 

An overall pavement condition factor(~) is developed for 
the individual pavement layers using layer condition factors 
(from Table 5-3.1). The condition factor is calculated using 
the following procedure: 

(h1Cy1 + h?.Cy2 + · · · + hnCvn) 
½ = -------------------------------------

h1 +h2+ ... +hn 

Figure 5-3.2 is then used to determine RLx. 

While each of these approaches is theoretically equivalent, rarely will 
all approaches yield the same value. This is due to estimation errors, 
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Table 5-3. I. Summary of Visual ( Cv) and Structural 
Conditions Values ( I) 

Layer Type 

Asphaltic 

PCC 

Pozzolanic 
Base/ 
Subbase 

Granular Base/ 
Subbase 

Special Notes: 

Pavement Condition 

1. Asphalt layers that are sound, stable, uncracked and 
have little to no deformation in the wheel paths 

2. Asphalt layers that exhibit some intermittent cracking 
with slight to moderate wheel path deformation but 
are still stable. 

3. Asphalt layers that exhibit some moderate to high 
cracking, have ravelling or aggregate degradation and 
show moderate to high deformations in wheel path 

4. Asphalt layers that show very heavy (extensive) 
cracking, considerable ravelling or degradation and 
very appreciable wheel path deformations 

1. PCC pavement that is uncracked, stable and under
sealed, exhibiting no evidence of pumping 

2. PCC pavement that is stable and undersealed but 
shows some initial cracking (with tight. non working 
cracks) and no evidence of pumping 

3. PCC pavement that is appreciably cracked or faulted 
with signs of progressive crack deterioration: slab 
fragments may range in size from I to 4 sq.yds., 
pumping may be present 

4. PCC pavement that is very badly cracked or shattered 
intoJragments 2-3 ft. in maximum size 

1. Chemically stabilized bases '(CTB, LCF ... ) that are 
relatively crack free, stable and show no evidence of 
pumping 

2. Chemically stabilized bases (CTB. LCF ... ) that have 
developed very strong pattern or fatigue cracking, with 
wide and working cracks that are progressive in 
nature: evidence of pumping or other causes of 
instability may be present 

1, Unbound granular layers showing no evidence of 
shear or densification distress, reasonably identical 
physical properties as when constructed and existing 
at the same "normal" moisture -density conditions as 
when constructed 

2. Visible evidence of significant distress within layers 
(shear or densification), aggregate properties have 
changed significantly due to abrasion, intrusion of 
fines from subgrade or pumping, and/or significant 
change in in situ moisture caused by surface infiltration 
or other sources 

I. The visual condition factor. Cv' is related to the structural condition factor. c,. by: 

C + C 2 
V < 

CvVisual Condition 
Factor Range 

0.9-1.0 

0,7-0.9 

0.5-0,7 

0.3-0,5 

0.9-1.0 

0.7-0.9 

0.5-0.7 

0.3-0.5 

0.9-1.0 

0.3-0,5 

0.9-1.0 

0.3-0.5 

Cx Struct Cond 
Factor Value 

,95 

.85 

.70 

,60 

.95 

.85 

,70 

.60 

.95 

.60 

.95 

,60 

2. The structural condition factor, C , and not the c, value, is the variable used in the structural overlay design equation (for all 
overlay-existing pavement types). ~tis defined by: 
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deviations between predicted and actual field behavior, and complexities 
involved with obtaining precise input values. Current state of the art 
technology does not permit recommendation as to which of the five procedures 
noted is superior in estimating the RLx value. However, the procedure 
utilizing NDT deflection studies results in a better quantitative assessment 
of the existing in-place structural capacity and should usually be relied on 
more heavily than other approaches. Nonetheless, the engineer should assess 
the reasonableness of several results rather than relying on only one 
approach (1). 

The engineer must also recognize the limitations associated with each 
approach, particularly with respect to the estimation error involved in the 
remaining life of the subject pavement. Generally speaking, a larger error 
for RLx will be made for a relatively new pavement than for a more 
distressed and damaged pavement. 

Remaining Life of Overlaid Pavement 

Determination of the remaining life of an overlaid pavement system 
(RL ) is directly set by the engineer in the selection of the desired 
terhlinal serviceability for the pavement designed to carry the expected 
traffic, SN . Knowledge of the future design overlay traffic (y) and the 
structural Xumber (SNy) required to yield Pt2 after y repetitions allows 
for the determination of the ultimate number of repetitions to failure 
(Nfv) that the pavement could be subjected. The nomograph in Module 3-2 is 
used to determine Nfy (read as W 18). The following inputs are required: 

1. R = Reliability Level (same as in Step 5) 

2. S0 = Standard Deviation (same as in Step 5) 

3. SNv = Structural Number of "new" pavement system 
( obtained in Step 5) 

4. ERS = Resilient Modulus of Roadbed Soil (same as in Step 5) 

5. PSI = Change Pavement Serviceability over Future Life 

PSI= Po2 - Pf, where 

Po2 = initial serviceability of overlay 
( 4.2 for new pavements at AASHO Road 
Test) 

Pf = serviceability of overlay until 
failure (generally 2.0) 

. Thus, bo_th y and Nfy are known and R Ly can be computed from the 
followmg equation: 
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where: 
Nfy = number of 18-kip ESAL loadings to failure 

(where Pf - 2.0) 

y = future (anticipated) 18-kip ESALloadings 

Calculation of Remaining Life Factor 

Having obtained estimates of RLx and RLv as outlined above, the 
remaining life factor, FRv is obtained from Figure 5-3.5. 

4.2. 7 Overlay Thickness Design 

Steps 4, 5 and 6 provide the necessary variables to calculate the 
required overlay thickness, hov from the equation: 

hoL = SNorJaoL = [SNy-FRL(SNxeff)]/aoL 

where aoL is the structural layer coefficient of the overlay material. A 
requireo overlay thickness is computed for each identified analysis unit. 
The final step is to determine if the results obtained are practical and 
cost-effective or if certain analysis units should be combmed. 

4.3 Limitations 

The most serious limitation of the AASHTO approach is the difficulty in 
determining several of the needed inputs for the overlay design equation. 
The calculation of the effective structural number is dependent on assigning 
layer and drainage coefficients for the existing pavement. The layer 
coefficients are determined from the modulus values backcalculated from NDT. 
While the use of NDT has provided a more accurate measurement of the moduli 
values and hence more accurate layer coefficients, it must be emphasized that 
NDT measurements are a function of climate, season, temperature and method of 
analysis. Therefore, care must be taken to ensure that the obtained moduli 
values are reasonable. In addition, due to mathematical complexities, a 
computer solution is required to determine the moduli values from NDT data. 
The assignment of the drainage coefficients is also a major source of error 
since this is a difficult parameter to estimate. 

The calculation of the remaining life factor depends on the remaining 
life of the existing pavement and the remaining life of the overlaid (future) 
pavement system. While the determination of the remaining life of the 
overlaid pavement system is straightforward, there may be some difficulty in 
accurately calculating the remainmg life of the existing pavement. Since 
there are five methods available for this computation, it is recommended that 
several of these methods be employed to ensure that the best estimate of the 
remaining life of the existing pavement is obtained. 

Finally, it must be noted that the AASHTO flexible overlay design 
method is an empirical procedure developed under one set of conditions as 
described in Block 3. Therefore, care should be taken in extrapolating its 
use to other conditions. 
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5.0 OTHER DESIGN METHODS FOR OVERLAYS OF FLEXIBLE PAVEMENTS 

Other methods available to the engineer for the design of flexible 
overlays on flexible pavements include many deflection-based approaches 
(Asphalt Institute, California Department of Transportation, Vuginia 
Department of Highways and Transportation, etc.) and many mechanistically
based procedures (Shell Research, FHW NResource International, Inc., Kentucky 
Department of Highways, etc.). The Asphalt Institute deflection-based 
approach is presented here due to its widespread use and basic conceptual 
approach. More information on the above procedures and other overlay design 
methods is in Reference 2. 

In designing an overlay or any new pavement structure, it is good 
engineering practice that a method of checking design thicknesses be 
instituted to ensure that an adequate design is achieved. Another design 
procedure may be used as a means of checking the overlay thickness given by 
the AASHTO procedure. 

5.1 Asphalt Institute Method 

The Asphalt Institute approach is based on two concepts. The first is 
the relationship between deflection and number of load applications to 
"failure" (i.e., terminal serviceability). Pavements with lower deflections 
can withstand many times more load applications than pavements with high 
deflections. For example, a pavement with a measured deflection of 0.080 
inches can withstand approximately 22,000 18-kip ESAL applications to 
failure, while a pavement with a measured deflection of 0.040 inches can 
withstand approximately 560,000 ESAL applications to failure. The pavement 
with the lower deflection will last twenty-five times longer than the 
pavement with a deflection only twice as large. 

This concept is illustrated in Figure 5-3.6, which is the curve used 
for overlay design by the Asphalt Institute. It must be realized that this 
is a general relationship, with a large scatter of data about the best-fit 
line. In recognition of the data scatter, the Asphalt Institute design curve 
is the lower bound of data from many projects, and, hence, is very 
conservative GD- A pavement structure with a cement-treated base, for 
example, may have a much different deflection-ESAL relationship. 

The second concept in the Asphalt Institute overlay design procedure is 
that as the overlay thickness increases, the deflection on top of the overlay 
is decreased (Figure 5-3.7) according to elastic layer theory. The procedure 
utilizes two-layer elastic theory to compute the reduction in deflection for 
increased overlay thickness. The upper layer is the AC overlay and the lower 
layer is the "composite" of all layers of the existing pavement. The lower 
layer is characterized by a single modulus computed from Benkelman Beam 
deflections measured on the existing pavement. The overlay thickness is 
increased until the deflection is reduced to that required from Figure 5-3.6 
for the future traffic loadings (.J). · 

The Asphalt Institute procedure utilizes deflections obtained with a 
Benkelman Beam, which probably has the most widely developed data base from 
its long history of use in such measurements. The Benkelman Beam device 
measures pavement response to an actual wheel load applied at very low 
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speeds. The Benkelman Beam is a narrow 12 foot long beam that is placed on 
the pavement between the dual tires of the rear axle of a loaded truck. The 
beam is pivoted at a point 8 foot from the probe end. The truck moves ahead 
at creep speed (5 mph) and the total pavement rebound deflection is read on a 
dial gauge (rebound deflection is the amount of vertical rebound of a surface 
that occurs when a load is removed from the surface). It is possible to 
measure deflections with a device other than a Benkelman Beam and still use 
the Asphalt Institute design method, provided a correlation is established 
between the other deflection device and the Benkelman Beam. 

The steps required for the Asphalt Institute method of flexible overlay 
design for flexible pavements are described below (4): 

5.1.1 Pavement Condition Evaluation 

A pavement condition evaluation consisting of a visual condition survey 
and deflection testing is performed. The condition survey is performed to 
establish functional adequacy and the Benkelman Beam is used to obtain 
pavement deflections which indicate structural adequacy. At least ten 
measurements are recommended for a specific test section, or a minimum of 
twenty measurements per mile. 

5.1.2 Representative Rebound Deflection 

When the deflection tests on the pavement section are completed, the 
recorded pavement rebound deflections are used to determine a Representative 
Rebound Deflection (RRD) for the design section. The RRD is determined by 
the equation: 

RRD = (x+ 2o) c"f 

where: 
x = Mean of the Benkelman Beam Deflection, inches 

cr = Standard Deviation of Deflection Along Project 

c = Critical Period Adjustment Factor 

f = Temperature Adjustment Factor 

Standard Deviation 

Variation in the rebound deflection along the project is taken into 
account by designing for the mean deflection plus two standard deviations. 
It is important to plot the deflection profile to see if it varies 
substantially along the project. If this occurs, then it may be 
cost-effective to divide the project into two or more design sections, rather 
than apply the same thickness throughout the entire project. 

Critical Period Adjustment Factor 

Due to thermal and moisture changes, the deflection of a given pavement 
will usually vary from season to season. The overlay design is made for the 
critical damage period, thus it is recommended that deflection of the 
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existing pavement be measured during the critical climatic period. The 
critical period is defined as the interval during which the pavement is most 
likely to be damaged by heavy loads. In frost areas, this will normally be 
the period directly after the spring thaw. 

If deflections are not measured in the critical period, it is essential 
that the measured deflections be adjusted to the critical period. 
Adjustments are then made to account for seasonal variations in deflection. 

These adjustments can be determined from a continuous record of 
measured rebound deflection values for a similar pavement. This will 
indicate the critical period, as shown in Figure 5-3.8 and FigureS-3.9. The 
type of subgrade is also very important as shown. This allows the rebound 
deflection measurements to be made during the critical period, in which case 
the adjustment factor (c) equals 1.0. If the rebound deflection measurements 
cannot be made during the critical period, an adjustment factor ( c) equal to 
the ratio of the critical period deflection to the deflection of the test 
date can be determined from the plot. If no record of comparable deflection 
data is available, the rebound deflection measurements can be made at any 
time and adjustments should be selected using engineering judgment. 

Temperature Adjustment Factor 

The RRD must also be corrected to account for the mean pavement 
temperature at the time of the testing, since the Asphalt Institute methods 
assumes a standard temperature of 70°F. It is recommended that deflections 
be repeated at selected reference points throughout the time of testing. In 
addition, pavement temperature must also be recorded. 

A temperature adjustment curve can be developed for the actual pavement 
during testing since the adjustment factor varies considerably with different 
pavement types. If actual data is not available, Figure 5-3.10 can provide 
temperature adjustment factors (f), given the mean pavement temperature and 
the base thickness. Recommendations for determining the mean pavement 
temperature, and details and justification for the critical period and 
temperature adjustment factors, are found in Reference 4. 

5.1.3 Traffic Analysis 

The Asphalt Institute method requires the computation of the future 
(anticipated) traffic loadings in the form of 18-kip ESAL applications. A 
standard analysis procedure for determining the design 18-kip ESAL 
applications was discussed in Module 2-5. 

5.1.4 Overlay Thickness Design 

With the Representative Rebound Deflection (RRD) and the future traffic 
loadings, Figure 5-3.11 is used to determine the required overlay thickness. 
For example, if the RRD = 0.080 and the design ESAL = 1 million, the AC 
overlay thickness required is approximately 3 inches. 

It is also possible to estimate the remaining life of the existing 
pavement or to determine the length of time before an overlay is required 
using the Asphalt Institute Method. More information on these computations 
is given in Reference 4. 
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5.1.5 Limitations 

There are problems with the Asphalt Institute method of flexible 
overlay design for flexible pavements which limits the applicability of the 
procedure. The major limitation is the accuracy of Figure 5-3.6 for 
predicting the life of the overlaid pavement. This curve is based on new 
pavement performance and its accuracy for overlays is greatly questionable. 
This 11?-ethod utilizes the maximum measured deflection without any regard to 
the shape of the deflection basin which determines the actual state of 
stresses and strains in the pavements. Also, different "types" of flexible 
pavements have been shown to have different deflection-traffic curves ( e.g., 
cement-treated base, full-depth AC, lean concrete base). Different climates 
also result in different performance ( e.g., contrast the AASHTO Road Test's 
(Illinois') wet-freeze climate to that of Southern California's dry-nonfreeze 
climate). Finally, this method does not directly consider the material 
properties of the existing pavement or of the proposed overlay. 

6.0 RIGID OVERLAYS FOR FLEXIBLE PAVEMENTS 

The structural overlay analysis procedure for this overlay method uses 
the existing flexible pavement as the composite foundation support for a new 
rigid pavement. Some milling and/or level up of the existing AC pavement may 
be necessary if severe distortions exist. The design analysis consists of 
determining the design (composite) modulus of reaction (kc) of the existing 
pavement and then following the procedures noted in BlocK 4 to design the PCC 
overlay as a new rigid pavement. 

NDT deflection testing is the most efficient means to evaluate the 
composite modulus of reaction (kc) of the existing pavement. In this 
situation, it is not necessary to examine the entire deflection basin as only 
the maximum deflection under the load is used to establish the kc value. 
The maximum deflection value is corrected for temperature and used to 
determine the composite modulus of reaction. Details for determining kc 
are discussed in Reference 1. Once the kc value has been determined, the 
overlay design is treated as a new rigid pavement design (see Block 4). 

7.0 EXAMPLEPROBLEMS 

This section gives example problems for both the AASHTO and Asphalt 
Institute methods of flexible overlay design for flexible pavements. 

7.1 AASHTO Design Procedure 

Step 1. Collect basic information and design criteria. 

ORIGINAL PAVEMENT 

Two-lane highway, age = 15 years 

Existing pavement structure: 

Roadbed soil: Silty-clay 
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4 inch AC surface course 
10 inch crushed stone base course 
10 inch gravel sand subbase course 



Existing Serviceabili~ Index: 2.6 
Terminal Serviceabihty Index: 2.5 

Accumulated 18-kip ESAL: 1.3 million - one direction 
Original design 18-kip ESAL: 2.0 million - one direction 

OVERLAY REQUIREMENTS 

Design Period: 10 years 

Design 18-kip ESAL: 5 million - one direction 

Step 2. Determine the required SNy for 10 year design period. 

Use the AASHTO thickness design nomograph to determine SNy· 

Design Reliability: 95 percent 
Overall Standard Deviation: 0.35 

Roadbed soil effective resilient modulus: 5000 psi 

Loss of serviceability: 4.4 (after overlay) - 2.5 (terminal) = 1.9 

SOLUTION: SNy = 5.0 

Step 3. Determine the effective SN of the existing pavement 

where: 
Di= Layer thickness determined from coring/boring 
ai = Structural coefficient determined from deflection testing 

and E backcalculation 
mi= Drainage coefficient determined from: 

- drainage time in each layer 
- percent time layer is saturated 

Co rings and borings through the depth of the pavement and into the 
roadbed soil were taken along the project. Falling Weight Deflectometer 
(FWD) tests were also conducted along the project and the deflection basins 
were analyzed. The moduli of the pavement layers and roadbed soil were 
backcalculated using an elastic layered procedure. Results of these tests 
are as follows (all average values were obtained): 

Core/Bore Backcalculated 
Layer Thickness Modulus Estimated ai-

AC 4.1 inches 405,000 psi 0.42 * 

Crushed Stone 

Gravel Sand 

Roadbed Soil 

9.8 inches 

10.5 inches 

30,000 psi 

11,000 psi 

7,500 psi 

0.14 * 

o.os* 

* - The ai v~lues were determined by the recommended modulus 
correlations. 

716 



The deflection data were taken during the early summer and only an 
adjustment in the resilient modulus of the roadbed soil is deemed necessary. 
The effective resilient modulus was determined to be 5000 psi using the 
procedure recommended in the AASHTO Guide. 

Drainage coefficients were estimated for the base and subbase layers as 
follows: 

_La==syr-'e~t ___ =D~r=a=in=a-'-Eg>=e __ ~S~a=tu=r=a=ti=o=n~_~mi-

Crushed Stone Fair > 25 % 0.8 
(time to drain 1 week) 

Gravel Sand Poor > 25 % 0.6 
(time to drain 1 month) 

SNxeff = 0.42 * 4.1 + 0.14 * 9.8 * 0.8 + 0.08 * 10.5 * 0.6 
= 3.3 

Step 4. Determine the remaining life factor FRL 

The FRL value depends on: percent remaining life of 
the existing pavement 
(0 - 100) 

percent remaining life of 
the overlaid pavement 
(0- 100) 

The remaining life of the original pavement can be calculated from the 
traffic data as: 

RLx = (2.0 - 1.3)/2.0 = 0.35 

The calculation of remaining life for the overlay requires an 
assumption of the serviceability at the time of the next rehabilitation and 
the traffic used. 

RLy = (6.3 - 5.0)/6.3 = 0.21 

The remaining life factor, FRu is determined as 0.64. 

Step 5. Computation of the final overlay design thickness 

SN0 1 = 5.0 - 0.64 * 3.3 
= 2.9 

SNol = ao1Do1 

The overlay thickness is computed assuming its elastic modulus is 
450,000 psi at 68°F. The structural coefficient is 0.44 for asphalt 
concrete. 

D0 1 = 2.9/0.44 = 6.5 inches 

717 



While this is a very thick AC overlay, it must be noted that the 
traffic has greatly increased over time. The 18-kip ESAL over the future 10 
years is 5/1.3 = 3.8 times greater than over the entire past 15 years. A 
design reliability level of 95% also results in a greater overlay design 
thickness. 

7.2 Asphalt Institute Design Procedure 

Given: 1\vo-Lane Highway in Northern Climate 

Existing Pavement: 

4-inch AC Surface over 12-inch Crushed Stone Base 

Deflections: 

Obtained with Benkelman Beam 

Deflections measured in Spring 

Mean Deflection = 0.034 inches 

Standard Deviation= 0.00411 inches 

Mean Pavement Temperature= so°F 

Traffic: 

Overlaid Pavement Anticipgted 20-Y ear 
Traffic Loadings = 10 x 10 18-kip ESALs 

Determine: Required AC Overlay Thickness for 20-Year Design Life. 

Solution: The Representative Rebound Deflection (RRD) is given as: 

RRD = (x+ 2o) c-f 

The values x (mean deflection) and o (standard deviation of deflection 
measurements) are known quantities. The correction factor c ( critical 
period correction) and f (temperature correction) need to be 
identified. The following steps are required for the determination of 
the overlay thickness design. 

1. Critical Period Adjustment Factor ( c) Determination. 

Since the measurements were obtained in the Spring, it is assumed 
that c = 1.0. 

2. Temperature Correction Factor (f) Determination. 

With inputs of a 12-inch crushed stone base course and a mean 
pavement temperature of 80°F, Figure 5-3.10 gives 

f = 0.92 
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3. RRD Determination. 

RRD = [0.034 + 2(0.00411)] x 1.0 x 0.92 

RRD = 0.0388 inches 

4. Overlay Thickness Determination. 

Figure 5-3.11 is used to find the required overlay thickness, with 
the following inputs: 

RRD = 0.0388 inches 

20-Y ear Anticipated 18-kip ESALs = 10 x 106 

The design chart yields: 

hoL = 3.70 inches 

For practical purposes. use a 4.0 inch AC overlay. 

8.0 AASHTO COMPUTER PROGRAM FOR OVERLAY DESIGN 

A computerized version of the AASHTO pavement design procedure has been 
developed and is available for microcomputers. The computer program (DNPS86) 
incorporates all of the inputs used in the non-computerized method of 
pavement design. 

The computer program is also capable of determining overlay thicknesses 
for any overlay type and any existing pavement type. However, the program 
does not directly consider the existing pavement condition or the remaining 
life in its analysis. That is, an overlay cannot be designed for a given 
pavement system under given conditions. Rather, the only means of overlay 
design is accomplished by considering staged construction. 

The staged construction involves choosing an analysis period and 
dividing this time period into two or more performance periods for each stage 
of construction. For example, if a 20-year analysis period is selected, and 
an initial flexible pavement is chosen for a 12-year performance period, then 
an 8-year performance period is required for any subsequent overlays. This 
is illustrated in Figure 5-3.12, which are actual DNPS86 screens for such a 
design. Figure 5-3.12 (a) and 5-3.12 (b) are the only additional input 
screens needed for the overlay design analysis; the other required input 
screens are the same as those shown in Block 3. Figure 5-3.12 ( c) is the 
output screen providing not only the design of the initial pavement, but also 
the design of the flexibfe overlay. 

Thus, when conducting an overlay analysis with DNPS86, the program will 
determine required thicknesses (given the proJected performance periods) for 
the "new" pavement and the subsequent overlay. 

9.0 SUMMARY 

This module outlined procedures and concepts for the design of overlays 
on flexible pavements. In the design of any pavement structure, whether new 
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* * * Fl&IBLE OVERLAY DESIGN INPl1FS 

PERFOHMANCE PERIOD FOR FIRST OVERLAY (YEARS) 

SERVIGEABILITY INDEX AFI'ER OVERLAY CONS'l'ROCTION 

OVERLAY STANDARD DEVIATION (I.DG REPETITIONS) 

OVERLAY CHARACTERISTICS 
Material 'l'ype , , 
Layer Coefficient 
Minimum 'l'h ickness ( inches) 

* * * 
8.0 

4,50 

0.490 

Asphalt 
0,44 
2.00 

Fl: HELP F2: IMI-OR'l'/STORE F3: ANALYZE/PRINT/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESULTS 

a 

* * * FLEXIBLE OVERLAY COST INPl1FS * * * 

OVERLAY CONSTRlJCTION COSTS AND SALVAGE VALUE 
Unit Cost of Overlay Material ($/CY) 0.00 
Salvage Value (percent) , , . , , , , • • • O 
Shoulders, If Different Than Overlay ($/lin ft) 0,00 
Mobilization and Other Fixed Costs ($/lin ft) , 0,00 

OVERLAY MAINTENANCE COST 
Initial Year Costs Begin to Accrue 
Yearly Increase ($/lane mile/year) 

0 
0,00 

Fl: IIllLP F2: IMroR'l'/STORE F3: ANALYZE/PRINT/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESULTS 

b 

* * * SOL\!l'ION FOR INPVI' DATA FILE: acol.dat * * * 
FLEXIBL.E PAVEMENT smuC'IURAL DESIGN 

Performance Life (yrs) 
18-kip ESAL Repetitions 

12.0 
751289. 

I.ayer 
No, 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

Layer 
Description 

AC Surface 
Base Course 

Required 
'l'hickness 

(inches) 
5,34 

ll:!,00 

DESIGN FOR PROJECTED Fl1I'URE OVERLAY(S) 

Overlay Type 
Req'd Thick (in) 
Perf Life (yrs) 
18-kip ESAL Reps 

First 
Asphalt 

4.39 
8.0 

737613. 

Second 

C 

LIFE CYCLE COSTS ($/SY) 

Initial Pavement 
Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

First Overlay 
Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

Second Overlay 
Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

Net Present Value 

Press Any Key to Continue 

,00 
,00 
.oo 

,00 
.oo 
.00 

.oo 

.oo 
,00 

,00 

Figure 5-3.12. Example DNPS86 Flexible Overlay Design 
Input Screen, Flexible Overlay Cost Input 
Screen, and Pavement Design Output Screen(2_). 
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or overlay, it is essential that initial designs be checked to ensure that 
reasonable results are obtained . 

. -• For flexible overlays of flexible pavements, the AASHTO method 
(structural-deficiency approach) and the Asphalt Institute method 
(deflection-based approach) were presented. For rigid overlays of flexible 
pavements, the recommended approach is to treat the problem as a new rigid 
pavement design after the calculation of the composite modulus of reaction, 
kc. This is discussed in more detail in Block 4. 

The limitations of the AASHTO approach were found to be in the 
assigning of layer and drainage coefficients, the determination of remaining 
life, and the limited empirical basis of the procedure. 

The limitations of the Asphalt Institute approach were noted to be the 
large potential error in the deflection-ESAL curve used to project the life 
of the overlaid pavement, the use of the maximum deflection only (and not the 
entire deflection basin), and the lack of more adequately considering 
material properties in the design procedure. 
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MODULES-4 

DESIGN OF OVERLAYS FOR RIGID PAVEMENT 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module presents current design procedures for asphalt and concrete 
overlays of rigid pavements. The AASHTO design procedure is emphasized. The 
Asphalt Institute and the Portland Cement Association procedures are also 
presented. The underlying principles of the procedures are presented to 
develop a basic understanding of their strengths and limitations. 

Upon completion of this module the participant should be able to 
accomplish the following: 

1. Describe the types of conventional overlays for rigid pavements. 

2. Identify major factors that must be considered in rigid pavement 
overlay design. 

3. State the basic concepts of the AASHTO overlay design procedure. 

4. Design an AC overlay over a rigid pavement using the AASHTO 
method. 

5. Design different types of concrete overlays over a rigid pavement 
by the AASHTO and PCA method. 

6. List limitations of each design method studied. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

There is no universally accepted overlay design method. The three 
major approaches to overlay design of rigid pavements are described below. 
Each agency is encouraged to establish its own method which rationally 
considers the important factors. 

1. Engineering Judgement. A number of agencies rely on the 
judgement and experience of their engineers in determining the 
thickness and bonding condition reqmred. Some agencies have 
monitored the performance of previous overlays and have an 
approximate estimate of how selected standard overlays will 
perform. This is particularly true for AC overlays of rigid 
pavements. Some agencies have set up standards such as 2-inch AC 
overlays for certain classes of roads, 3-inch AC overlays for 
other classes, etc. There are obvious deficiencies to this 
approach because very few engineers have adequate experience to 
determine the required overlay thickness for a siven traffic and 
design life. The development of an overlay design procedure that 
quantitatively considers the important design factors is strongly 
recommended. 

2. Structural Deficiency. The basic concept is that the required 
overlay is equal to the difference between a newly designed 
pavement structure over the existing subgrade with the desired 
life, and the structure of the existing pavement. The difference 
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in structure represents the theoretical structural deficiency that 
must be met by the overlay. If both pavement structures are made 
of the same material, the difference is in thickness of concrete 
or asphalt directly, but if not, equivalency factors must be used 
to convert different materials into one material, or the AASHTO 
structural number approach must be used. This is by far the most 
common approach for the design of overlays over rigid pavements. 
The AASHTO, Corps of Engineers and other agencies utilize the 
structural deficiency approach (1,12,13,18). 

3. Mechanistic Fatigue Damage Approach. The basic concept is to 
consider past and future fatigue damage in the existing pavement 
and overlay. The existing pavement is characterized as a finite 
element slab layer or an elastic layered system and overlay 
thickness is increased until traffic load stresses are reduced to 
provide an acceptable fatigue damage over the design period. 
Several procedures have been developed by research agencies and 
are currently under trial evaluation (12,13). None have been 
utilized widely for overlay design. 

Overlay thickness design procedures either assume that adequate 
pre-overlay repair and reflective crack control actions are taken, or they 
permit different levels of repair to be considered. If pre-overlaY. repair 
and reflective crack control is not adequate, then the overlay will likely 
fail prematurely and not provide the designed structural service. 

3.0 TYPES OF OVERLAYS OVER RIGID PAVEMENTS 

There are two major types of overlays for rigid pavements with many 
subtypes: 

1. Asphalt concrete 
2. Portland cement concrete 

The selection of overlay type and design should depend primarily on 
life-cycle costs. However, engineering factors such as the condition of the 
existing pavement, the current and future traffic levels, service life and 
traffic control constraints must also be considered. 

Asphalt concrete overlays have been used extensively for rigid 
pavements. They may be placed for either structural improvements or for 
surficial improvements. Problems can develop, including, rutting and 
reflective cracking, which have led to many premature failures of AC overlays 
on rigid pavements. 

Portland cement concrete (PCC) overlays have been used with success on 
rigid pavements, including fully bonded, partially bonded and unbonded 
types. The attainment of adequate bond has been a problem on several bonded 
concrete overlays. 

3.1 Asphalt Concrete Overlays Over Rigid Pavements 

The thickness of asphalt concrete (AC) overlays for PCC pavements has 
typically been determined by using engineering judgement or by modifying 
empirical flexible pavement overlay design procedures (usually structural 
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deficiency type of approach), Some mechanistic-empirical approaches have 
also been developed (12,13). 

The engineering judgment approach to AC overlay design for rigid 
pavement is typically a specification of minimum thickness requirements for 
different highway classes or traffic levels. Minimum thickness requirements 
for AC overlays on rigid pavements are based on the need to provide level up, 
prevent localized de bonding and potholing of the AC surface and to retard the 
rate of reflective cracking. 

Thin overlays provide only tempormy improvement in rideability. AC 
overlays in excess of 2.5 inches are needed to provide any structural 
improvement. This represents the approximate effect of a one-inch increase 
of slab thickness based on equivalent stress in the slab from traffic loads. 

As the thickness of the AC overlay increases, two performance trends 
develop. Rutting increases substantially, and reflection cracking ( and its 
severity) decreases substantially. Both distress types must be considered in 
AC overlay design to achieve acceptable performance. 

A variety of techniques have been used for reflection crack control for 
AC overlays. These include several different AC overlay layer types and 
combinations. These are described in Module 5-1. 

3.2 Portland Cement Concrete Overlays on Rigid Pavements 

There are three types of bonding conditions for concrete overlays over 
concrete pavements: 

1. Fully bonded 

2. Partially bonded 

3. Un bonded 

There are also three different types of conventional types of concrete 
overlays: 

1. Jointed plai 

2. Jointed reinforced 

3. Continuously reinforced concrete 

The most effective type of concrete overlay and bonding condition to be 
used is mainly a function of costs and the existing pavement condition. 
Costs are primarily a function of pre-overlay repair needed and traffic 
control problems to build the concrete overlay. 

3.2.1 Fully Bonded Concrete Overlays 

Through specific construction procedures, a complete permanent bond may 
be achieved between the overlay and the existing pavement. An all out effort 
must be made to achieve permanent full bond between overlay and existing 
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slab. If the existing pavement is in fair to good condition and a structural 
improvement is needed, a fully bonded concrete overlay may be cost 
effective. The damaged slabs must be replaced. The thickness required for a 
fully bonded overlay is much less than for the other concrete over fay types 
and generally ranges from 2 to 4 inches. 

3.2.2 Partially Bonded Concrete Overlays 

Partially bonded concrete overlays require repair and/or replacement of 
damaged slabs. The surface should at least be cleaned by sweeping and water 
blasting or sand blasting ( or equivalent) so that as much bonding as possible 
occurs without a large expenditure of funds as with the fully bonded 
overlay. Typical thicknesses range from 5 to 7 inches, which is thicker than 
a fully bonded overlay because a full bond is not guaranteed and the PCC 
overlay slab must be capable of performing satisfactory if substantial 
debonding occurs. 

3.2.3 Unbonded Concrete Overlays 

Unbonded concrete overlays are normally used to improve the structural 
capacity of an existing concrete pavement in relatively poor condition. A 
"bond breaking" level-up layer is placed between the existing slab and the 
overlay to prevent any bond between layers and absorb movement of the base 
slab which would otherwise crack the PCC overlay. Unbonded overlays are 
thicker than the other concrete overlay types (8 to 10 inches) because of 
complete lack of bond between the layers. 

4.0 AASHTO OVERLAY DESIGN METHODOLOGY 

The AASHTO overlay design procedure is based on the 
serviceability-performance relationships presented in Block 2. Also implicit 
in this approach is the remaining pavement life concept which considers both 
the damage within the existing pavement as well as the desired level of 
damage (terminal serviceabihty level) for the overlaid pavement. The AASHTO 
procedure strongly recommends the use of nondestructive testing as part of 
overlay rehabilitation for the characterization of the in-place slab, subbase 
and subgrade material properties to determine the structural adequacy of the 
existing pavement (1). 

The basis of the AASHTO design procedure is shown in Figure 5-4.1. In 
comparing serviceability to traffic repetitions several serviceability values 
must be considered: 

Po= 

Pu= 

Initial serviceability of the existing pavement surface 
(when constructed or when last overlaid). 

Terminal serviceability of the existing pavement 
immediately prior to the overlay. 

Terminal serviceability desired from the overlaid 
pavement after the overlay design traffic has been 
applied. 

The ultimate failure serviceability for any pavement 
type corresponding to a completely damaged (failed) 
pavement. 

726 



a.. 

u 
(Jj 

0 
u 
ca 

u.. 
r::: 
.g 
~ 
r::: 
a 
u 

u 

p 

Existing Pavement 

0 Overlaid Pavement 

_\_ __ ..,__ 

X 

:r 

SC 
X eff 

L--------l---.L.-----.JL----------'1 .... N 

T.O 

OL...-------'----------..... ------1..- N 

I ■ X -I• V -I 
Figure 5-4.1. Relationship Between Serviceability-Capacity 

Condition Factor and Traffic (1). 

727 



It is not essential that Ptl equal Pt2 since serviceability at the 
time of the overlay and serviceability at the end of the overlay period are 
input considerations of the designer. For this overlay method, "failure" 
serviceability is P r=2.0. Therefore, when a pavement serviceability 
reaches a Pf'.'2.0, the pavement is said to be 100 percent damaged with no 
remaining fife. Since this is a subjective value, pavements with more than 
100 percent damage or negative remaining life may exist. 

In Figure 5-4.1, "x" represents the actual ESAL repetition on the 
original pavement up to the desired time of the overlay. The "y" represents 
the future equivalent repetitions within the overlay period. The values 
Nfx and Nfv represent the total number of repetitions necessary for the 
onginal pavement and the overlay to reach "failure" serviceability, 
respectively. 

In terms of structural capacity, Figure 5-4.1 demonstrates that 
increases in traffic repetitions gradually reduce the initial structural 
capacity, SC0 to some "effective capacity" prior to the overlay. The 
overall pavement condition factor, ½(, is related to the effective capacity 
by the following: 

The structural capacity necessary to support the overlay traffic during 
the overlay period is noted by SCy, 

The difference in structural capacity between what is needed for the 
future overlay period and what is effectively available in-place at the time 
of the overlay represents the additional structural capacity required of the 
overlay. 

When the concept of remaining life is considered, the general 
structural deficiency overlay design equation becomes: 

SCoverlay n = SCy n - FRL (S½eff)n 

In this equation, the power "n" is a constant dependent upon the type of 
overlay pavement. The three primary factors which determine the amount of 
additional structural capacity required from the overlay are: 

The total structural capacity required to support the 
overlay design traffic over existing subgrade 
conditions. 
Note: For AC overlay of rigid pavement, this value 

is the new SN required. For PCC overlay this 
value is the new slab thickness required. 

The effective structural capacity of the existing 
pavement immediately pnor to the time of the overlay 
reflects the damage to that point in time. 
Note: For AC overlay of rigid pavement, this value 

is the effective SN of the exiting slab plus 
base. For PCC overlay of rigid pavement, this 
value is the effective slab thickness (reduced 
for cracking). 
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The remaining life factor which accounts for damage of 
the existing pavement as well as the desired degree of 
damage to the overlay after the application of the 
overlay traffic. It is always less than or equal to a 
value of 1.0. 

n = A constant depending upon the type of bonding condition 
between the existing slab and overlay (1 to 2). 

Once these three variables are determined, the required overlay thickness can 
be directly computed. Sections 5.0 and 8.0 present how these variables are 
determined for AC and PCC overlays, respectively using the AASHTO procedure. 

5.0 DESIGN OF ASPHALT CONCRETE OVERLAYS OVER RIGID PAVEMENTS 
USING THE AASHTO PROCEDURE 

This section summarizes the AASHTO design process for flexible overlays 
over existing rigid pavements. It should be emphasized that the approach 
presented below is applicable to all overlay types and existing pavement 
types. 

There are seven steps in the overlay design procedure (1). 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 

Analysis Unit Delineation 
Traffic Analysis 
Materials and Environmental Study 
Effective Structural Capacity Analysis (S½effl 
Future Overlay Structural Capacity Analysis l ~s) 
Remaining Life Factor Determination (F RU 
Overlay Design Analysis 

A discussion of these steps follows. 

5.1 Analysis Unit Delineation 

The first step in the overlay process is the clear delineation of basic 
analysis units. The objective is to determine boundaries along the project 
length that subdivide the rehabilitation project into statistically 
homogenous pavement units possessing umform pavement cross sections, 
subgrade support, construction histories, and subsequent pavement condition. 
If more than one analysis unit exists, the engineer must use his/her best 
judgement to decide whether a variable overlay design along the project 
length is practical or whether a uniform overlay design should be 
developed (1). 

Case I. Accurate Historic Data Unavailable. 

If a review of historic data has disclosed little useful information, 
an NDT deflection study should be conducted first along with a visual 
distress survey. The pavement response data and distress data thus obtained 
should be analyzed to delineate the boundaries of the analysis units. The 
ensineer should then make an evaluation regarding the practicality of these 
umt len~ths. A general guideline for a minimum unit (construction) length 
is 0.5 miles. 
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The analysis units are then used as the basis for conducting any 
destructive tests ( coring) necessary to determine pavement layer material 
type and layer thickness. In tum, this information is then used to verify 
and/or modify the analysis units previously established. 

Case II. - Accurate Historic Data Available. 

When accurate historic construction and design information regarding a 
section of pavement is available, the engineer has a relatively good idea 
concerning the location of unit boundaries prior to any field testing. 
Nondestructive deflection testing and visual surveys should be conducted to 
verify or modify the preliminary units selected. Ten to fifteen NDT test 
points should be randomly selected within each unit. If necessary, a 
destructive sampling (i.e. coring and boring) plan may be then developed to 
further examine the appropriateness of the analysis units selected. 

5.2 Traffic Analysis 

The purpose of the traffic analysis step is to determine the cumulative 
18 kip equivalent single-axle load (ESAL) applications along a pavement 
length from the date the PCC slab was originally constructed through the end 
of the anticipated overlay period. Traffic computations are presented in 
Module 2-6. 

5.3 Materials and Environmental Study 

Design values for layer materials used in the rehabilitation process 
may be categorized into three major groups: 

1. Existing pavement layer properties. 

2. Existing pavement subgrade properties. 

3. Design properties of overlay layers (including the use of 
recycled materials. 

The primary material property of concern for all three categories 
listed above is the elastic or resilient modulus. Nondestructive testing is 
a valuable tool to determine the in-place modulus values of each layer within 
the pavement structure. Coring and lab testing is another, but more costly 
method, to estimate modulus values. 

5.3.1 Modulus Prediction of Existing Pavement Layers 

· The underlying assumption of NDT is that a set of layer moduli exists 
such that the predicted deflection basin under the dynamic load-pavement 
combination yields values equal to the measured deflection basin. 
Calculation of modulus values for concrete pavements may be done using 
"backcalculation" techniques, similar to those used for flexible pavement 
modulus backcalculation. Analysis procedures are presented in Module 5-3 and 
References 1 and 15. 

The interior center slab loading position is used for all 
backcalculation analyses. Testing at concrete edges or comers is not 
recommended for backcalculation purposes because of asymmetrical support 
conditions and the possibility of v01ds beneath the slab. 
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There are two different conditions for which backcalculation of the 
modulus of the slab may be required: 

1. 

2. 

Noncracked slab: The load plate is not placed near any crack 
in the slab, the Eocc represents the actual concrete 
modulus of elasttc1ty. 

Cracked slab: The load plate is placed directly adjacent to 
a transverse working crack, the Eocc. represents the modulus 
of elasticity at a typical working crack which is 
representative of a damaged slab. 

If a pavement has numerous working transverse cracks and these will not be 
repaired with a full-depth doweled or tied repair, then the loss of 
structural capacity caused by these cracks must be considered in the 
evaluation of the existing rigid pavement. 

5.3.2 Prediction of Subgrade Strength 

Most rigid pavement systems will have a subbase-subgrade foundation 
requiring the development of a composite modulus of reaction term, kc· The 
NOT-derived moduli must be converted to this rigid pavement design 
parameter. As with flexible pavements, the influence of environmental 
factors upon NOT-derived values must be considered. Once the subbase and 
subgrade values are determined, the "effective modulus of sub grade reaction" 
must be determined using Figure 5-4.2, or through direct backcalculation 
(15). 

NOT equipment used for backcalculation must produce loads of similar 
size and duration of those produced by heavy trucks. This insures the 
calculation of modulus values that are similar to the effective modulus 
values under heavy truck loading. 

5.3.3 Design Properties of Overlay Material 

The selection of appropriate design modulus and/or strength 
parameters for the overlay material should be examined. The desirable and 
typical properties have been discussed in Module 5-3. 

5.4 Effective Structural Capacity Analysis 

The fourth step in an overlay analysis is to estimate effective 
in-place structural capacity of the pavement to be overlaid. This parameter 
is determined by use of the material properties derived in the previous 
step. When existing rigid pavements are evaluated, the resulting effective 
structural capacity SCv,,.ff, is equal to the effective thickness Oxeff, 
which includes the PCC s1ab and subbase. 

5.4.1 NOT Method 

The predicted layer moduli of the existing PCC slab (E cc) is the 
important parameter used to define the ~xeffvalue. This val-;& can be 
determined with the use of Figure 5-4.3. Knowing the E c from the NOT 
analysis and the total PCC thickness of the existing slab, 1150 , the Oxeff 
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Figure 5-4.2. Chart for Estimating Composite Modulus of Subgrade 
Reaction, Assuming a Semi-Infinite Subgrade Depth. 
(For Practical Purposes, a Semi-Infinite Depth is 
Considered to be Greater than 10 feet Below the 
Surface of the Subgrade.) 
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value can be directly read from the Figure. For example, if D0 =10.0 inchet 
an_d the effective PC~ modulus determined from NDT was Epcc = 3.0 x 10 
psi, then Dxeff = 8.4 mches. 

5.4.2 Non-NDT Approximate Procedure 

In the event that it is not possible to utilize NDT measurements for 
overlay evaluation, three alternative techniques are recommended. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Visual Condition Factor Approach. F~ure 5-4.4 shows the 
approximate relationship between the½ value (visual condition 
factor reflecting the degree of slab crackmg) and the cracked PCC 
modulus percentage, ER. The ER value multiplied by a 
undamaged PCC value of 5 million psi, gives an estimate of the in 
situ ( or effective) PCC modulus, ~occ:. Once this is determined, 
Figure 5-4.2 is used to determine tne uxeff value. 

Nominal Size of PCC Slab Fragments. Figure 5-4.5 depicts the 
approximate relationship between the ER ratio and the nominal 
size of slab fragments of a cracked PCC pavement. When an 
estimate of the slab fragment size is made, the approach for 
deter_~ining the Dxeff is identical to that in the visual 
condition factor approach. 

Remaining Life Approach. The remaining life of the existing 
pavement (R1x, percent remaining life from initial construction 
to a serviceabnity of 2.0) can be estimated using any one of six 
different methods as described in Section 4.2.6. Once the percent 
remaining life is estimated (say 10 percent), the relationship 
shown in Figure 5-4.6 is used to determine the ½ value 
(pavement condition factor). The Dxeffvalue is then computed 
as: 

0 xeff= ½Do· 

5.5 Future Overlay Structural Capacity Analysis 

The fifth step is to determine the future required overlay structural 
capacity (S~,, which is actually SNv for AC overlay of rigid pavement, or 
D for PCC 6verlay of rigid pavement). This is the total structural 
cipacity of a new pavement required to carry y load repetitions in the 
overlay design period to a terminal serviceability of Pt2 (Figure 5-4.1) 
using the existing subgrade support for the design value. 

The analysis assumes (for the moment) that the existing pavement 
(SNxeff or Dxeff) does not exist over the roadbed soil. Consequently, 
this step in tlie overlay process is simply a new pavement design (SN ) for 
a flexible pavement system or a new slab design for a rigid pavemenfsystem. 
The design nomograph to determine a new flexible pavement SNy using the 
AASHTO procedure is presented in Module 5-3. 

5.6 Remaining Life Factor Determination 

Step six in the overlay design analysis is to determine the remaining 
life factor, FRL- This factor is an adjustment factor (about 0.5 to 1) 

734 



100 

80 

#-

.Q 
i 
cc 
C/'J, 

60 :::, 
3 
"C 
0 

:?! 
.D 
C'O 

u5 
u 
u 
0.. 

"C 40 Q) 
.:,,:. 
(.) 

C'O 

u 

... 
w 

20 

0 

0 

Figure 5-4 .4. 

.2 .4 .6 .8 1.0 

C Visual Condition Factor 
V 

Relationship of Visual Condition Factor to FCC 
Cracked Modulus Ratio (1). 

735 



100 

80 

cf 

Q) 60 -::i 
Cl 
C ·c 

"iii 
E e 

cc 

40 
j 

a: 

20 

0 
.5 .6 .7 .8 .9 1.0 

Cit • Pavement Condition Factor 

Figure 5-4.5. Remaining Life Estimates Predicted from Pavement 
Condition Factor (1). 

736 



100 

80 

m 

n 
al 
n 
7'C" 
(I) 
a. 60 
\] 

n 
n 
(/) 
ii, 
0-

--.J :s: w 
0 --.J a. 
C: 
c 40 1/) 

::0 

"' ::!. 
0 

* 

20 

0 

0 20 

Figure 5-4 .6. 

40 60 80 100 120 140 160 

Nomirwl Size of PCC Slab Fragment (inches) 

Relationship of Slab Fragment Size to PCC Cracked Modulus 
Ratio (1) . 

180 



multiplied by the effective thickness (Dxef:V to reflect a more realistic 
assessment of the weighted effective capacity during the overlay period. The 
FRL reduces the existing slab thickness. This factor depends upon the 
following two factors: 

percent remaining life value of the existing pavement 
prior to overlay (0 to 100). 

percent remaining life of the overlaid pavement system 
after the overlay design traffic has been ar,plied and 
terminal serviceability has been reached (0 to 100). 

5.6.1 Remaining Life of the Existing Pavement 

The remaining life of the existing pavement prior to overlay is a 
difficult parameter to accurately determine. There are five possible methods 
to estimate the R1,x value. Each of the methods are presented in detail in 
Reference 1. They are summarized below: 

1. NDT Approach. The percent remaining life is found by 
comparing the effective structural capacity (DKeff) of the 
existing pavement to the initial (new pavement) structural 
capacity (D0 ). 

Cx=DxefffDo 

The ½ is then used in Figure 5-4.6 to determine the 
percent remaining life (R1,x)-

2. Traffic Approach. When reasonably accurate traffic 
information is available, the predicted traffic loading to a 
specified failure level (generally taken as Pt= 2.0) is 
computed and compared to the actual cumulative traffic 
loading over the life of the existing pavement. 

3. Time Approach. The remaining life factor is estimated based 
on the time the section has been in service (t), its expected 
life before requiring an overlay (Tf), and projected 
traffic growth rate (r~)- Figure 5-4.7 is used to 
determine the R1,x value. 

4. Serviceability Approach. The Present Serviceability Index 
(PSI) and engineering judgment are used to give an estimation 
of the remaining life using Figure 5-4.8. 

5. Visual Condition Survey Approach. An overall pavement 
condition factor (Cx) is computed from the individual 
pavement layer condition factors (Cy) (see Table 5-4.1). 
½ is computed and the percent remaining life is determined 
from Figure 5-4.6. 
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Table 5-4. '1. 

Layer Type 

Asphaltic 

PCC 

Pozzolanic 
Base/ 
Subbase 

Granular Base/ 
Subbase 

Special Notes: 

Summary of Visual (Cv) and Structural (Cx) Condition 
Values (1) 

Pavement Condition 

1. Asphalt layers that are sound, stable, uncracked and 
have little to no deformation in the wheel paths 

2. Asphalt layers that e)(hibit some intermittent cracking 
with slight to moderate wheel path deformation but 
are still stable. 

3. Asphalt layers that exhibit some moderate to high 
cracking, have ravelling or aggregate degradation and 
show moderate to high deformations in wheel path 

4. Asphalt layers that show very heavy {e)(tensive) 
cracking, considerable ravelling or degradation and 
very appreciable wheel path deformations 

1. PCC pavement that is uncracked, stable and under
sealed, exhibiting no evidence of pumping 

2. PCC pavement that is stable and undersealed but 
shows some initial cracking (with tight, non working 
cracks) and no evidence of pumping 

3. PCC pavement that is appreciably cracked or faulted 
with signs of progressive crack deterioration: slab 
fragments may range in size from I to 4 sq.yds .• 
pumping may be present 

4. PCC pavement that is very badly cracked or shattered 
into.fragments 2-3 ft. in maximum size 

1. Chemically stabilized bases '(CTB, LCF ... ) that are 
relatively crack free, stable and show no evidence of 
pumping 

2. Chemically stabilized bases {CTB, LCF ... ) that have 
developed very strong pattern or fatigue cracking, with 
wide and working cracks that are progressive in 
nature: evidence of pumping or other causes of 
instability may be present 

1. Unbound granular layers showing no evidence of 
shear or densification distress, reasonably identical 
physical properties as when constructed and existing 
at the same "normal" moisture• density conditions as 
when constructed 

2. Visible evidence of significant distress within layers 
{shear or densification), aggregate properties have 
changed significantly due to abrasion, intrusion of 
fines from subgrade or pumping, and/or significant 
change in in situ moisture caused by surface infiltration 
or other sources 

C Visual Condition 
Fi:'ctor Range 

0.9-1.0 

0.7·0.9 

0.5-0.7 

0.3-0.5 

0.9-1.0 

0.7-0.9 

0.5-0.7 

0.3-0.5 

0.9-1.0 

0.3·0.5 

0.9-1.0 

0.3-0.5 

f:xstruct Cond. 
Factor Value 

.95 

.85 

.70 

.60 

.95 

.85 

.70 

.60 

.95 

.60 

.95 

.60 

I. The visual condition factor. c,,, is related to the structural condition factor, Cr by: 

C + C 2 
V X 

2. The structural condition factor, C , and not the C value, is the variable used in the structural overlay design equation (for all 
overlay-existing pavement types). ~t is defined by: v 
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None of the five procedures noted is consistently superior to the 
others in estimating the percent remaining life RLx value. However, the 
procedure utilizing NDT deflection studies often results in a better 
quantitative assessment of the existing in-place structural capacity, and 
should usually be relied on more heavily than other approaches. Nonetheless, 
the engineer should must the reasonableness of several results rather than 
rely on one approach (1). 

5.6.2 Remaining Life of Overlaid Pavement 

Determination of the percent remaining life of the overlaid pavement 
system ( or RL , which is also a percent from 0 to 100) uses the design 
input parametirs selected by the engineer. The remaining life is directly 
set by the engineer in his selection of the desired terminal serviceability 
for the sc;,. The following equation can be used to calculate the percent 
remaining'life of the overlaid pavement. 

y: Future overlay design 18-kip ESAL traffic to terminal 
serviceability. 

Structural capacity of pavement to yield the terminal 
serviceability after y load repetitions ( new pavement 
design either SNy for AC overlays or Dy for rigid 
overlays). 

Number of 18-kip ESAL load repetitions to failure 
serviceability, 2.0. 

5. 7 Remaining Life Factor 

The final step is the determination of the "remaining life factor" 
(FRL) (a number from about 0.5 to 1.0). This value is determined using 
Figure 5-4.9 and depends upon RLy and RLx. 

5.8 Asphalt Concrete Overlay Thickness Determination 

The equations to be used for conventional AC overlays over rigid 
pavements are shown in Table 5-4.2. There are also equations to be used for 
the break and seat technique, which is discussed in Module 5-1. 

The following definitions apply to the equations presented in 
Table 5-4.2: 

D = 0 

Dxeff = 

SNxeff= 

Existing PCC layer thickness. 

Effective thickness of the in-place ( cracked) PCC layer 
reflecting its reduced modulus value. 

The total effective structural number of the existing 
pavement structure above the subgrade. 
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Table 5-4.2. Summary of Overlay Equations Used in Flexible Overlays over 

Existing Rigid Pavements. 

Type 
Overlay 

Specific 
Method Used 

Normal Structural Overlay: 

NDT Method 

Visual Condition 
Factor Method 

Break-Seat Overlay: 

Estimating Nominal 
Crack Spacing Method 

Post Cracking NDT 
Method 

SN01 Equation 

Special Note: The coefficient on D0 (i.e.,0.8, 0.4, etc.) actually varies 
from 0.35 for a nominal crack spacing of approximately 2.0 
ft. to a value of 0.45 for a nominal crack spacing of 
approximately 3.0 ft. 
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SNxeff-rp = The effective (in-place) structural capacity of all 
remaining pavement layers above the subgrade except for 
the existing PCC layer. 

The structural layer coefficient of the existing cracked 
PCC pavement layer. This value is used in a normal 
structural overlay analysis and has been related to the 
value of the visual condition factor, Cy. 

The structural layer coefficient of the PCC pavement 
layer after it has been broken ( cracked) during the 
break-seat approach. This value is related to the 
in-place (broken) PCC modulus. 

5.8.1 Normal AC Structural Overlay Approach 

The required thickness of the asphalt overlay is determined from 

hol = SNaol• 

with a01 being the structural layer coefficient of the overlay material. 

The general solution methodology follows all of the steps discussed in 
Section5.0. Solution Steps (1), (2), (5), and (6) are all considered 
straightforward in the analysis. The primary difference between the various 
methods shown in Table 5-4.2 concerns Steps (3) and ( 4) relative to how the 
material properties and the Effective Structural Number of the existing 
pavement is considered. These parameters may be evaluated in three ways: 

1. 

2. 

NDT Method. In this approach, the prediction of all in-place 
layer properties (Ei) is cfetermined from the backcalculation 
technique using the measured NDT deflection basin. This is the 
pref erred approach. 

Visual Condition Factor. If it is impossible to utilize NDT, 
estimates of the visual condition factor, C,,, can be used to 
obtain the effective structural number of the cracked PCC layer. 

After using one of the approaches noted, the structural overlay 
thickness, h0 i, determined in this procedure is called the normal 
structural overlay thickness. However, this value must now be evaluated in 
consideration of the recommended reflective cracking techniques and adjusted 
as needed. 

5.8.2 Use of Thick Overlays to Minimize Reflective Cracking 

Reflective cracking of asphalt overlays over existing rigid pavements 
is a complex phenomena, as described in Module 5-1. These cracks may be 
caused by both differential vertical pavement movement under traffic and 
horizontal slab movements caused by temperature and moisture changes. For 
horizontal movement, the influence of the existing PCC slab length, as well 
as the maximum annual temperature differential is important. 

Since reflection cracking from the existing rigid pavement has caused 
many AC overlays to fail prematurely, it is important to consider some means 
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for control. One procedure recommended by AASHTO is to utilize the minimum 
overlay thicknesses shown in Table 5-4.3 which are a function of the existing 
PCC slab length and maximum temperature difference expected within a year. 
The normal structural overlay approach should be used as a final design 
thickness if it is thicker than this minimum. A major deficiency of this 
table, however, is the lack of consideration of traffic loadings and vertical 
load transfer. However, if the AC overlay thickness shown m Table 5-4.3 is 
much thicker than the normal AC overlay thickness, some other means of 
reflection crack control may be much more cost-effective as described in 
Module 5-1. 

5.8.3 Break and Seat Approach to Minimize Reflective Cracking 

A rehabilitation technique being used to reduce the problem of 
reflective cracking is the break and seat ( crack and seat) approach. This 
technique uses special slab fracturing equipment to break the slab into 
nominal pieces 24 to 42 inches in size. Then a heavy roller is used to 
ensure the slabs are firmly "seated" before the asphalt overlay is placed. 
Because the effective slab length is greatly reduced, reflective cracking may 
be reduced. However, a recent evaluation of many such projects by the FHWA 
has led to the conclusion that "there generally is a reduction in the amount 
of reflective cracks through the overlay during the first few years following 
construction of a C&S project. However, after 4 to 5 years the C&S sections 
exhibited approximately the same amount of reflective cracks as the control 
sections." (16). The only projects that showed reduced reflection cracking 
had cement treated bases, small changes in seasonal temperatures and were 
non-reinforced jointed concrete pavements (16). 

When the break and seat technique is used, the design of the asphalt 
overlay follows the equations noted in Table 5-4.2. Because the broken 
pavement is transformed into a common state of "damage", the FRL is 
relatively constant for all RLy~alues. Thus, step ( 6) in the overlay 
design process is not necessary, and a value of 0.7 is used (1). In 
addition, it is only necessary to determine the "y" (future traffic) in step 
(2), since information regarding the "x" (previous traffic) is meaningless. 

Two alternatives may be used to design asphalt structural overlay for a 
cracked and seated pavement using the AASHTO procedure. The first involves a 
design assumption regarding the nominal size of the slab fragments after the 
breaking has occurred. The other approach is a post-cracking design using 
NDT to determine the actual in-situ properties of the broken pavement. 

1. Estimating the Nominal Crack Spacing. This design method assumes a 
nominal slab fragment size of approximately 30 inches will be obtained 
in the breaking phase. The effe.ctive (in-situ) structural number of 
the broken slab is given by 0.40 x DO ( original slab thickness). The 
information obtained from NDT is then used to determine the in-situ 
modulus values of the existing pavement layers. Normally the NDT 
deflection basin study is performed before the breaking process. 
Modulus values for all pavement layers, except the existmg PCC layer, 
are used. The SNxeff- value can be determined using the modulus 
values backcalculateo IFom NDT and the structural layer coefficient 
(Module 5-3). 
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Table 5-4.3. Minimum asphalt concrete structural overlay thickness for PCC 
Pavements (from the Asphalt Institute MS-17 (1). 

h (min - inches) 
Existing Maximum Annual Temperature Differential (OF) 

PCC Slab 
Length (ft.) 30 40 so 60 70 

10 4 4 4 4 4 
15 4 4 4 4 4 
20 4 4 4 4 5 
25 4 4 4 5 6 
30 4 4 5 6 7 
35 4 4.5 6 7 8.5 
40 4 5.5 7 8 * 
45 4.5 6 7.5 9 * so 5 7 8.5 * * 
60 6 8 * * * 

* Alternate other than thickness of AC overlay should definitely be 
cons;idered to minimize reflective cracking. 

747 

80 

4 
4 
5.5 
7 
8 

* 
* 
* 
* 
* 



2. Post Cracking Design. In some cases, it may be desirable to perform 
NDT after the breaking operation has occurred. After the modulus 
values of all of the layers ( including the broken PCC surface) have 
been determined through backcalculation procedures, SNeff can be 
determined. Figure 5-4.10 can be used to determine the in-situ 
structural layer coefficient, abs' of the broken layer knowing the 
modulus of that layer. The product of abs and DO yields the 
effective structural number of the broken PCC slab. The SNeff
value can be determined from the modulus values and structuraf P 
coefficients of the remaining layers as shown in Module 5-3. 

6.0 DESIGN OF ASPHALT CONCRETE OVERLAYS OVER RIGID PAVEMENTS 
USING OTHER METHODS 

There are several methods available to the design engineer for the 
design of flexible overlays on rigid pavements, such as the Asphalt 
Institute, Illinois Department of Transportation, Mississippi DOT, etc. 
Mechanistic-empirical approaches have also been developed, such as, POD (by 
FHW NAustin Research Engineers) and OAR (by FHW NResource International) 
(12). 

In the design of an overlay, or any pavement structure, it is essential 
that the design thickness is checked to assure adequate design. Any of the 
above and other methods could be used as a "check" on the AASHTO method. The 
"checking" of an overlay design is considered very important. 

6.1 Asphalt INstitute Method 

The Asphalt Institute method for the design of asphalt concrete 
overlays on Portland cement concrete pavements uses a "component analysis." 
Portland cement concrete structural components must be evaluated so that a 
representative effective thickness can be assigned and used in assessing 
current adequacy. The effective thickness (Te) of an existing pavement 
must be converted to an equivalent thickness of asphalt concrete using the 
proper conversion factor (See Table 5-4.4). 

In the design of overlays of rigid pavements several design features 
must be considered, such as joints and cracks, unstable slabs, and broken 
slabs. The concrete pavement should be examined to determine its condition, 
thickness, and support. Among the signals of distress to look for are 
pumping, cracking, spalling, faulting of joints, and slab movement under 
traffic. Also, if the pavement is to be undersealed or broken and seated 
prior to overlay, this should be considered in selecting the conversion 
factors from Table 5-4.4. 

Evaluating the condition of the concrete pavement layers is a largely 
subjective determination and its effectiveness, to considerable degree, 
depends upon the experience of the observer (:!). 

6.1.1 Overlay Design by Component Analysis 

The following steps outline the procedure for designing asphalt 
concrete overlays of rigid payments based on component ana~y~is of the. 
existing pavement prior to the overlay. The recommended mm1mum thicknesses 
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Table 5-4.4. Conversion Factors for Converting Thickne~s 

of Existing Pavement Components to Effective 
Thickness (Te) (~) · 

(These conversion factors apply ONLY to pavement evaluation for overlay 
design. In no case are they applicable to original thickness design.) 

Classification 
of Material 

Description 
of Material 

a) Native subgrade in all cases 

b) Improved Subgrade* • -predominantly granular 
materials-may contain some silt and clay but 
have P.I. of 10 or less 

c) Lime modified subgrade constructed from high 
plasticity soils-P.I. greater than 10. 

Conversion 
Factors· 

0.0 

II Granular Subbase or Base-Reasonably well- 0.1-0.2 
graded, hard aggregates with some plastic fines 
and CB-R not less than 20. Use upper part of range 
if P.I. is 6 or less; lower part of range if P.I. is more 
than 6. 

Ill Cement or lime-fly ash stabilized subbases and 0.2-0.3 
bases•• constructed from low plasticity soils-P.I. 
of 10 or less. 

IV a) Emulsified or cutback asphalt surfaces and 0.3-0.5 
bases that show extensive cracking, con-
siderable raveling or aggregate degradation, ap-
preciable deformation in the wheel paths, and 
lack of stability. 

b) Portland cement concrete pavements, (including 
those under asphalt surfaces) that have been 
broken into small pieces 0.6 metre (2 ft) or less 
in maximum dimension, prior to overlay con
struction. Use upper part of range when subbase 
is present; lower part of range when slab is on 
subgrade. 

c) Cement or lime-fly ash stabilized bases•• that 
have developed pattern cracking, as shown by 
reflected surface cracks. Use upper part of 
range when cracks are narrow and tight; lower 
part of range with wide cracks, pumping or 
evidence of instability. 

*Values and ranges of Conversion Factors are multiplying factors for con
version of thickness of existing structural layers to equivalent thickness of 
asphalt concrete. 

• •originally meeting minimum strengths and compaction requirements speci
fied by most state highway departments (See Article 1.02 DEFINITIONS). 
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Table 5-4.4. Conversion Factors for Converting Thickness 
of Existing Pavement Components to Effective 
Thickness (T) (continuea). 

e 

Classification Description Conversion 
of Material of Material Factors• 

V a) Asphalt concrete surface and base that exhibit 0.5-0.7 

VI 

Vil 

appreciable cracking and crack patterns. 

b) Emulsified or cutback asphalt surface and bases 
that exhibit some fine cracking, some raveling or 
aggregate degradation, and slight deformation in 
the wheel paths but remain stable. 

c) Appreciably cracked and faulted portland ce
ment concrete pavement (including such under 
asphalt surfaces) that cannot be effectively 
undersealed. Slab fragments, ranging 1n size from 
approximately one to four square metres (yards), 
and have been well-seated on the subgrade by 
heavy pneumatic-tired rolling. 

a) Asphalt concrete surfaces and bases that 
exhibit some fine cracking, have small intermit
tent cracking patterns and slight deformation in 
the wheel paths but remain stable. 

b) Emulsified or cutback asphalt surface and bases 
that are stable, generally uncracked, show no 
bleeding, and exhibit little deformation in the 
wheel paths. 

c) Portland cement concrete pavements (including 
such under asphalt surfaces) that are stable and 
undersealed, have some cracking but contain no 
pieces smaller than about one square metre 
(yard). 

a) Asphalt concrete, including asphalt concrete 
base, generally uncracked, and with little defor
mation in the wheel paths. 

b) Portland cement concrete pavement that is 
stable, undersealed and generally uncracked. 

c) Portland cement concrete base, under asphalt 
surface, that is stable, non-pumping and ex
hibits little reflected surface cracking. 
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for a structural asphalt overlay on a concrete pavement are given in 
Table 5-4.3. 

1. Determine the subgrade strength condition, (Mr)· When original 
design records are available, some limited testing should be 
performed to analyze that state of the subgrade. When original 
records are not available, subgrade strength must be established 
through soil sampling. To avoid biasing the results, random 
sample locations should be selected in each soil type 
encountered. The subgrade soil samples are tested in the 
laboratory to determine their strength values using the resilient 
modulus test procedure. 

2. Determine the design traffic (ESALD) using the procedures shown 
in Module 2-6. 

3. Use the full-depth asphalt concrete design chart (Figure 5-4.11) 
to determine the thickness of a new pavement, T µ,: ;equired for 
the expected traffic and the subgrade conditions vv1r)· 

4. The thickness of asphalt concrete overlay, T 0 , required is equal 
toTn -Te. 

7.0 JOINTED CONCRETE OVERLAYS OVER RIGID PAVEMENTS 

PCC overlays of existing PCC pavements can be either jointed plain, 
jointed reinforced or continuously reinforced. Continuously reinforced 
overlays musts be unbonded, while jointed PCC overlays can be either 
unbonded, partially bonded, or fully bonded. A few bonded concrete overlays 
have been placed directly on existing CRCP and have performed well (14). A 
summary of the performance of existing concrete overlays is presented in 
References 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13 and 14. The AASHTO and PCA design procedures 
are presented in detail. Other procedures are available (11,12,13). 

8.0 DESIGN OF CONCRETE OVERLAYS OVER RIGID PAVEMENTS USING 
THEAASHTOPROCEDURE 

8.1 Development of Design Input Factors 

The seven steps in the overlay design procedure were discussed in 
detail in Section 5.0 for AC overlays. 

1. Analysis Unit Delineation 

2. Traffic Analysis 

3. Materials and Environmental Study 

4. Effective Structural Capacity Analysis (S½eff) 

5. Future Overlay Structural Capacity Analysis (SCy) 

6. Remaining Life Factor Determination (FR0 

7. Overlay Design Analysis 
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While the design concepts are the same, there are some differences for 
concrete overlays, which will be discussed in Section 8.0. 

8.2 Overlay Methodology for Concrete Overlays Over Rigid Pavements 

Three potential types of rigid overlays may be considered: full bond, 
partial bond, and unbonded. The remaining life and structural condition of 
the existing pavement play a very important role in determining the relative 
applicability and cost-effectiveness of a particular PCC overlay type. 

The six steps leading to the structural overlay analysis are identified 
in Section 8.1. Figure 5-4.12 (1) summarizes the concrete overlay design 
procedures, some inputs and the conditions of use for the different jointed 
concrete overlay conditions. Some application constraints and limitations 
for the use of concrete overlays are discussed below: 

1. Joints in the existing pavement must be matched in location and 
type with joints in the PCC overlay. This is critical for fully 
and _rartially bonded PCC overlays. When unbonded PCC overlays of 
sigmficant thickness are used, it is not necessary to match the 
joints, but it is still good practice (12). 

2. Working cracks in the existing pavement will to reflect through 
fully and partially bonded concrete overlays. If the partially 
bonded overlay is of significant thickness, the seriousness of the 
reflective crack can be mitigated by usin~ reinforcing steel in 
the overlay across the cracks in the existmg pavement (11,12,14). 

3. It is recommended that severely distressed slabs be replaced 
before overlaying. A thinner overlay will be required and the 
incidence of reflective cracking will be reduced (14). 

4. Rocking slabs which are pumping and faulted must be stabilized 
prior to overlaying. 

5. To determine the thickness of rigid pavement required for a new 
design, the drainage coefficient must be determined. This is done 
based on the conditions of the existing pavement structural 
section. 

Quality of Drainage 

Excellent 
Good 
Fair 
Poor 
Very Poor 

Water Removed Within 

2 hours 
lday 

lweek 
1 month 
Water will not drain 

Table 5-4.5 shows the recommended drainage coefficients (Cd) which 
depend on the quality of drainage and the time the pavement structure is 
exposed to moisture levels approaching saturation. 

The design equation for determining the required PCC overlay thickness 
over an existing rigid pavement is shown below: 

(Dor)n = [(Dy)n- FRL(Dxeff)]l/n 
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UNBONDED OR PARTIALLY BONDED BONDED OR 
SEPARATED OVERLAY OR DIRECT OVERLAY MONOLITHIC OVEDI AY 

I 

I ~ t TR ~r i, TR IW TYPE OF OVERLAY i//// /// 

To 17 f To " 
,,, 

To 

w~,._,,, .. , 'll:::¥/~Ml.f!'/11 

CLEAN SURFACE SCARIFY ALL LOOSE 
CLEAN SURFACE DEBRIS AND EXCESS CONCRETE, CLEAN 
DEBRIS AND EXCESS JOINT SEAL AND JOINT, CLEAN AND 

PROCEDURE JOINT SEAL PLACE REMOVE EXCESSIVE ACID ETCH SURFACE-
SEPARATION COURSE· OIL AND RUBBER- PLACE BONDING 
PLACE OVERLAY PLACE OVERLAY GROUT·A'ND OVERLAY 
CONCRETE CONCRETE CONCRETE 

MATCHING OF} · NOT NECESSARY REQUIRED REQUIRED JOINTS IN LOCATION 
OVERLAY TYPE NOT NECESSARY NOT NECESSARY REQUIRED PAVEMENT 

REFLECTION OF 
UNDERLYING CRACKS NOT NORMALLY USUALLY YES 
TO BE EXPECTED 

~EQUIREMENT IS 
INDEPENDENT OF THE NORMALLY NOT USED 
STEEL IN EXISTING IN THIN OVERLAYS. 

REQUIREMENT FOR 
REQUIREMENT IS PAVEMENT. 

IN THICKER OVERLAY 
INDEPENDENT OF THE STEEL MAY BE USED 

STEEL 
STEEL IN EXISTING 

TO CONTROL STEEL MAY BE USED 

REINFORCEMENT CRACKING WHICH TO SUPPLEMENT 
PAVEMENT. OR MAY BE CAUSED BY STEEL IN EXISTING 
CONDITION OF LIMITED 

NON-STRUCTURAL PAVEMENT. 
EXISTING PAVEMENT DEFECTS IN 

PAVEMENT 

TR SHOULD BE BASED 
OVERLAY CONCRETE OVERLAY CONCRETE EXISTING CONCRETE ON THE FLEXURAL 

STRENGTH OF 

MINlt,t.UM THICKNESS 6" 5• 1. 

z,-
NO STRUCTURAL Oz YES -w D'lf'ECTS YES YES 

!: :I! C•1.0 * 
Ow 

(I) Z> o ... :::, 00. LIMITED ONLY IF DEFECTS ONLY IF DEFECTS 0 ...,,., STRUCTURAL YES 
BE REPAIRED - ""z oeFeCTS CAN CAN BE REPAIRED a: (I) a:- C•0.75 • 

<w ::,I-.... 
>a. o;; seve~e 
u. > :::iw STRUCTURAL 

YES NO NO a: DEFECTS 01- ...... C •0.35 • 

> ► 
VIQ 

t-< 
-.J 
:a: ,., NEGLIGIBLE YES YES YES 
mW .,! 
<> ,. .... 
oO 0-'W ..,<r., - a:"-"' a. o"',. LIMITED YES YES YES a. ·z 
< wr.,-

o!_a:o, 
<..1%lC 
t&.-'"' (,) a:..,o.., 

EXTENSIVE YES :::,oza: NO YES 
°'°''<CJ 

• C VALUES APPLY TO STRUCTURAL CONDITION ONLY 
ANO SHOULD NOT BE INFLUENCED BY SURFACE DEFECTS 

py·-e 5-4 .12. Summary of Concrete Overlay on Existing Pavements (!). 
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Table 5-4.5. Recommended Values of Drainage Coefficient, Cd, For Rigid 
Pavement Design(]). 

Quality of Percent of Time Pavement Structure is Exposed 
Drainage to Moisture Levels Approaching Saturation 

Less Than Greater Than 
1% 1-5% 5-25% 25% 

Excellent 1.25 • 1.20 1.20 • 1.15 1.15 • 1.10 1.10 

Good 1.20 • 1.15 1.15 • 1.10 1.10 • 1.00 1.00 

Fair 1.15 • 1.10 1.10 • 1.00 1.00 • 0.90 0.90 

Poor 1.10 • 1.00 1.00 • 0.90 0.90 • 0.80 0.80 

Very Poor 1.00 • 0.90 0.90 • 0.80 0.80 • 0.70 0.70 
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where: 
DoL 
Dy 

= Required thickness of the PCC overlay, inches 
= Design thickness for a new PCC slab for the specified 
traffic and existing subgrade conditions, inches 

= Remaining life factor 
= Effective thickness of existing PCC slab, inches 
= 1.0 - Fully Bonded Overlay, 

1.4 - Partially Bonded Overlay, 
2.0 - Fully Bonded Overlay. 

A detailed example is provided in Section 11 showing the design of a concrete 
overlay. 

8.2.1 Fully Bonded Concrete Overlay 

To achieve a fully bonded PCC overlay it is necessary to carefully 
prepare the surface of the existing pavement before placing the overlay. 
This preparation should include removal of all oil, grease, and surface 
contaminants, all paint, and all unsound concrete. This can be done by cold 
milling, shot blasting, sand blasting and other techniques (12). 

In addition to cleaning the surface, a thin layer of cement grout 
should be placed on the cleaned dry surface just in front of the concrete 
paver. The grout can be broomed or applied with a high-pressure sprayer. 

The grout must not be allowed to dry or set prior to placement of the 
concrete for the overlay. Also, the grouts should be applied only to 
completely dry pavement surfaces (12,19). Research is underway in Texas and 
Iowa to determine the necessity of grouting. 

Field and laboratory tests should be conducted to ensure that the 
bonding techniques specified will provide a good bond. It may be desirable 
to remove a portion of a slab from the field for testing in the laboratory 
prior to overlay. The slab portion should be cleaned and overlaid in the lab 
and then cored and the bond determined through direct shear testing. Bonded 
overlays should not be placed during the times of high temperature changes 
( e.g. early spring and late fall) or it may experience debonding problems 
early in its life (14,19). 

Fully bonded PCC overlays should be used only when the existing 
pavement is in good condition or where the serious distress has been repaired 
(11,14,19). 

Joints in the overlay should be sawed directly above all of the joints 
in the existing slab (including full depth repair joints and longitudinal 
joints) as soon as possible. Any delay in sawing will result in cracks 
forming near the Joint which will ultimately results in spalling and 
deterioration of the joint. The joint should be cut completely through the 
overlay to avoid secondary cracking. Pressure relief jomts are normally not 
required except at fixed structures. Reference 18 contains guidelines on the 
use of pressure relief joints. 

A minimum overlay thickness of 3 inches is recommended for construction 
purposes (12), and for keeping horizontal shear stresses during curing to a 
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minimum. Curing is absolutely critical to proper bonding of the overlay; 
thus, careful control of the curing methods should always be 
performed (14,19). 

Use of dowel bars in bonded and partially bonded overlays is not 
recommended, because they may produce localized failures in the overlay 
directly above the dowels. They may also cause the overlay to debond. 

8.2.2 Partially Bonded Concrete Overlays 

Partially bonded PCC overlays result whenever fresh concrete is placed 
directly on relatively sound, clean concrete slabs. Unless steps are taken 
to prevent bond, it is usually assumed some degree of bond will be achieved 
between the overlay and the existing pavement, so the overlay is designed 
slightly thinner to take advantage of the resulting stress reductions. 
Several of these overlays have been placed on highways and airports with 
success ( 12). There exists some questions as to the reliability of this 
design due to the fact that a full bond is not achieved. It is preferable to 
use either a fully bonded or unbonded overlay. 

It is very important to keep the joint spacing of a partially bonded 
overlay as short as possible, due to the stiff underlying PCC slab. Joint 
spacing should not exceed 1.5 to 1. 75 times the slab thickness for a JPCP 
overlay ( e.g., a 6 inch overlay should have a joint spacing not greater than 
10.5 feet). 

8.2.3 Unbonded Concrete Overlays 

Unbonded overlays are typically placed over pavements that are badly 
cracked to prevent the reflection of cracks and joints through the overlay. 
Bonding must be prevented through the use of a bondbreaking material. A 
typical bondbreaker layer consists of AC of less one to two inches ( 19). 

Joints do not need to be matched to joints in the underlying pavement. 
This is a major advantage over the bonded and partially bonded overlays. 
Dowel bars must be placed in unbonded JRCP overlays, even if the joints are 
not matched. For JPCP unbonded overlays, results from a recent survey showed 
there was little faulting for undowelled jomts. 

9.0 DESIGN OF CONCRETE OVERLAYS OVER RIGID PAVEMENTS USING 
OTHER DESIGN METHODS 

There are several design methods available to the design engineer for 
design of rigid overlays over rigid pavements. The Corps of Engineers, 
Concrete Reinforced Steel Institute (CRSI), American Concrete Institute (ACI) 
and AASHTO methods are all very similar in that they assign a "C" value to 
the existing pavement based on a visual condition survey. There are several 
mechanistic design procedures that may be used by the design engineer, such 
as the Portland Cement Association (13) and POD (by FHW NAustin Research 
Engineers) (J). The PCA method will be presented herein in some detail. 

9.1 PCA Method 

New thickness design procedures have recently been developed by the 
Portland Cement Associat10n for concrete overlays of existing rigid pavement 
systems (13). 

758 



9. 1.1 Evaluation of the Existing Pavement 

As part of the design process for concrete resurfacings, a 
comprehensive evaluation of the existing pavement should be made. The 
evaluation program should consist of the following items. 

where: 

where: 

1. Pavement Condition Survey - As discussed in Module 5-1, the 
condition survey should identify the type, quantity, and severity 
of all pavement distresses. The visual survey should be performed 
for the entire project. 

2. Nondestructive Deflection Load Testing-The need for load testing 
is based on the results of the visual survey. If the condition 
survey indicates the existence of, or potential for, load related 
distress, then load testing should be carried out to determine the 
severity of the problem. Load testing should be conducted at 
joints and cracks to determine the absolute deflections at slab 
corners and relative deflections across joints and cracks. 
Results of load testing can be used to determine if loss of 
support exists and if load transfer across the joints and cracks 
is adequate. 

Load testing should be performed with a nondestructive testing 
device that imparts an 8,000 to 10,000 pound load on the pavement. 
Use of lighter loads is not recommended for reasons discussed 
earlier. 

3. In-Situ Materials Evaluation - For bonded resurfacing projects, a 
detailed material testing program is recommended to evaluate the 
engineering properties of the existing pavement materials. The 
strength of the subsurface pavement layers is determined through 
backcalculation procedures similar to those presented in Section 
5.3. For the existing concrete pavement, it is necessary to 
obtain representative values of the flexural strength and the 
modulus of elasticity. Because it is not usually practical to 
obtain beam specimens from the pavement, it is recommended that 
split tensile tests be performed on pavement cores. 

The design flexural strength (fr) is determined by use of the 
following equation: 

fte = Effective split tensile strength, psi. 
ft = Average value of split tensile tests, psi. 
sf = Standard deviation of the strength values, psi. 

The design flexural strength is calculated as follows: 

fr= A* B * fte 

f 

~: 
= Design flexural strength, psi. 

Effective split tensile strength, psi. 
Regression constant. 

B = Damage factor = 0.90. 
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where: 

The values of A range form 1.35 to 1.55. When available a value of A 
based on local experience should be used. In the absence of local 
experience a value of 1.45 should be used (13). 

The constant B, equal to 0.90, is used to relate the strength of a 
concrete specimen obtained about 2 feet away from the outside lane edge 
to that of concrete at the outside lane edge. It is assumed that 
concrete at the outside edge experiences higher stresses than concrete 
away from the edge. Thus, the concrete at the outside lane edge will 
be more highly fatigued and will exhibit lower strength. 

The modulus of elasticity of the existing pavement may be determined by 
testing concrete cores in accordance with ASTM C469 or may be estimated 
from the following equation: 

E =D* f C r 

Ee = Design modulus of elasticity, psi. 
D = Constant = 6000 to 7000. 
fr = Design flexural strength, psi. 

9.1.2 Development of Design Procedure for Unbonded Resurfacing 

Stress data developed using JSLAB, a finite element program (similar to 
ILLISLAB) developed by Construction Technologies Laboratories for FHWA (13), 
were used to prepare design design charts for the determination of unbonded 
resurfacing thickness. These charts are applicable to existing concrete 
pavements having effective modulus of elasticity values ranging from 
3,000,000 to about 4,000,000 psi. Design charts are presented for three 
cases of existing pavement conditions. These cases are: 

Case 1. 

Case 2. 

Case 3. 

Existing pavement exhibits a large amount of midslab and 
corner cracking and poor load transfer at the joints and 
cracks. 

Existing pavement exhibits a small amount of midslab and 
corner cracking. It exhibits reasonably good load transfer 
at the joints and cracks. Localized repairs were performed 
to correct distressed slabs. 

Existing pavement exhibits a small amount of midslab cracking 
and good load transfer at the cracks and joints. The loss of 
support was corrected by undersealing. 

The design chart for Case 1 was developed using data from analysis of 
resurfacing sections containing a crack in the existing pavement directly 
under an edge load on the overlay. The design chart for Case 3 was developed 
using data from the analysis of resurfacing sections with no cracking in the 
existing pavement. The design chart of Case 2 was developed through 
interpolation between Case 1 and Case 3 conditions. The design charts are 
given in Figures 5-4.13 through 5-4.16. 
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Existing Pavement Thleknen, In. 

4 6 

Ex: 

Full-depth slab thfckness • 10 in. 
Existing pavement thickness• 7 fn. 
Required resurfacing thickness• 9.5 In. 

8 

Resurfacing 
Thickness, In. 

6 

1 

9 10 

7 

II 

Full-Oep1h Slob Thickness, tn. 

8 9 10 

Resurfacing 

Exist. Pavement 

/1/1.:~//I/..~ 
k :r IOO • 300 pc I 

12 13 14 

Figure 5-4ol3a Desigi:i Chart for Case 1 Condition of 
Existing Pavement (.!J). 

761 



Existing Pavement Thickness, In. 

4 5 6 7 

8 

Resurfacing 
Thickness, In. 

6 

9 10 II 

Full-Depth Slob Thick nus, In. 

8 9 10 

Resurfacing 

£,:1st. Pavement 

/lll..:::::-1//1..~ 
kslOQ-300 pci 

12 13 14 

Figure , 5-4.14. Design Chart for Case 2 Condition of Existing 
Pavement (.U) . 
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EKisling Pavement Thlckneu, in. 

r--t<~-4.-____ 5 ____ 6.,.--___ ....;.7 ___ ~8:;,_ ___ ...::;9 ___ _._10 

Resurfacing 
Thickness, in. 

6 

-~es urfac Ing 

EKisl. Pavement 
l//l..~717!~ 

k • 100· 300 pcl 

Base Line 

Figure 

8 9 10 II 12 13 14 

Full-Depth Slab Thickness, In. 

5-4 .15. Design Chart for Case J Condition of 
Existing Pavement (,!,].) . 

763 



8 

Toto I Thickness of Exl1tln9 Pavement and Resurfacing, In. 

9 10 II 

Existing Pavement 

Curve No. 
2 3 

II 

Full Depth Slob Thickness, In 

Existing Pavement 
F lexurol Strength. psi 

12 

526 to 575 

476 to 525 

426 10 475 

13 14 

Figure 5-4.16. Design Chart for Bonded Resurfacing CU). 
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The first step in the design process involves the determination of the 
thickness of a full-depth concrete pavement for the overlay design traffic. 
The support condition used to determine this thickness was determined in the 
subgrade evaluation step. To determine the thickness the following inputs 
are required: 

1. Overlay design traffic. 

2. Pavement support condition. 

3. Concrete flexural strength. 

The full-depth thickness can be determined using the PCA method or 
AASHTO method of new pavement design (1). Figures 5-4.13, 5-4.14 and 5-4.15 
are used to compute the thickness required for resurfacing. Use of the 
design charts is illustrated in Figure 5-4.13. It should be noted that the 
minimum thickness on the design charts is 6 inches. Use of a thinner 
unbonded overlays is not recommended. 

Representative values of resurfacing thickness determined from the 
design charts are summarized in Table 5-4.6. These thicknesses are listed 
for different values of existing pavement thickness and equivalent full-depth 
concrete thickness. The resurfacing thickness requirements range from 0.5 to 
3 inches less than the full-depth pavement. The determination of the actual 
resurfacing thickness is influenced by the condition and thickness of the 
existing pavement. 

When a tied shoulder is used in conjunction with resurfacing, then the 
thickness may be reduced by one inch provided a minimum thickness of 6 inches 
is used. This is based on the results of a field evaluation of pavement 
sections with tied shoulder performed in Minnesota (13). 

9.1.3 Design Procedures for Bonded Resurfacing 

The critical tensile stresses were determined by use of the JSLAB 
program. The computed tensile stresses were then used to prepare design 
charts of the determination of bonded resurfacing thickness. These design 
charts are applicable for the following condition: 

1. Modulus of elasticity of full-depth concrete pavement of 4,000,000 
to 5,000,000 psi. 

2. Flexural strength of new full-depth concrete pavement of 600 psi 
to 650 psi. 

3. Value of constant D of 6000 to 7000 in the following relationship 
for the existing concrete pavement: 

Ec=Dfr 

Design charts shown in Figure 5-4.16 have been prepared for the 
following three categories of existing pavement flexural strength: 
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Table 5-4 .6. Representative Values of Resurfacing 
Thickness (1J) • 

t n' 
in. 

8 

10 

12 

Notes: 

t Resurfacing Thickness, in 
e' 

in. Case 1 Case 2 case 3 

8 
7 
6 

9 
8 
7 

9 
8 
7 

6.8 (6.0) (6.0) 
7.2 6.0 6.0 
7.6 6.8 6.0 

9.0 7.0 (6.0) 
9.2 7.8 6.0 
9.4 8.8 8.0 

11.5 10.4 9.0 
11.1 10.8 10.0 
11.8 11.2 10.8 

tn = equivalent full depth new pavement 
thickness 

te = existing pavement thickness 
Cases 1, 2 and 3 refer to condition of 

existing pavement described in the text 
Values in parentheses indicate minimum 

thickness requirement of 6 in. 
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1. 425 to 475 psi 

2. 476 to 525 psi 

3. 526 to 575 psi 

Charts have not been prepared for existing pavement flexural strength 
of less than 425 psi or greater than 575 psi. For cases when the flexural 
strength.is less than 425 psi, the large thickness requirement may not 
warrant a bonded resurfacing. For cases where the flexural strength is 
greater than 575 psi, the overlay thickness should equal the difference 
between the required full-depth pavement thickness and the existing pavement 
thickness plus tlie depth of surface removal. 

It should be noted that the maximum bonded surface thickness 
recommended is 5 inches (13). In addition, use of a bonded resurfacing of 
less than 2 inches is not recommended for highway pavement strengthening 
(13). 

The first step in the determination of a bonded resurfacing involves 
the determination of the thickness of a full-depth concrete pavement for the 
future traffic, as with the unbonded overlay. 

The design chart is given in Figure 5-4.16 is used to determine the 
thickness of the existing pavement plus the bonded resurfacing, toto· Use 
of the design charts is illustrated in Figure 5-4.16. After t0 is 
determined, the actual as-constructed resurfacing thickness is determined as 
follows: 

where: 
t0 = As-constructed bonded overlay thickness. 
tt = Total thickness of existing pavement and bonded surface. 
te = Existing pavement thickness after milling. 

A detailed overlay design example is provided in Section 11 using the PCA 
method. 

10.0 DESIGN OF CRCP OVERLAYS OVER RIGID PAVEMENTS 

At this time there is little published on the design and performance of 
CRC overlays for concrete pavements. A number of experimental CRC overlays 
have been constructed. Overall performance has been fairly good (.2.) with 
some exceptions. The major problem seems to be the reflection of joints in 
the existing slab through the CRC overlay where poor load transfer and loss 
of support exists. The base slab must be stabilized so that low differential 
deflections exist at the joints. The use of load transfer restoration at the 
transverse joints may also be recommended. The use of a one- to two-inch AC 
bondbreaker and level-up is essential. 

10.1 Thickness Requirements 

Thickness design has largely been based on engineering judgment. The 
procedures for the design of unbonded jointed concrete overlays could 
probably be followed with reasonable results. It is not recommended to 
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provide any thinner slab than is required for jointed concrete unbonded 
overlay. Only the long-term performance of these pavements will determine 
the validity of this approach. 

A comprehensive procedure was published by McCullough and Cawley (~) 
for the design of CRCP overlays based on theoretical and field performance. 
The basic thickness design equation is the same equation from the rigid 
jointed AASHTO Road Test. However, various design charts for subbase and 
steel design are provided. 

10.2 Steel Requirements 

The amount oflongitudinal steel required for CRC overlays should be 
that which will keep the transverse cracks tight in the shrinkage and 
temperature changes in the pavement. 

The steel amount is usually expressed as a percentage of the 
cross-sectional area of the concrete. In general practice, this ranges from 
a minimum of about 0.5 percent in southern states to a maximum of 0.8 percent 
in the northern states. 

A comprehensive analysis of the quantity of steel for CRC pavements is 
given in Reference 1. To determine levels of steel reinforcement, limits on 
acceptable levels of crack spacing, crack width and steel stress are 
established which minimize distress manifestations. Limiting values are then 
used to estimate the required percentage of reinforcement which will enable 
the pavement to satisfactorily perform under anticipated environmental and 
vehicular loading conditions. 

The AASHTO recommendations for reinforcement design may be inadequate 
due to lack of consideration of the actual friction factor and the use of 
corrosion protected dowels. The actual friction may be very high between the 
CRC slab and the interlayer course. 

CRCP overlays must be placed on an interlayer course. The steel 
percentage should be based on the overlay cross-section area only, without 
regard to the old pavement. 

11.0 EXAMPLE PROBLEMS 

11.1 AASHTO Design Procedure for the Design of Flexible Overlays 
Over Rigid Pavements 

Step 1. Collect basic information and design criteria 

ORIGINALPAVEMENT 

Four lane highway, age = 18 years 

Existing pavement: 

Roadbed soil: 

9.0-inch JRCP 
6.0-inch granular subbase 
40-foot joint spacing 
Load transfer - dowel bars 

Silty-clay 
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Major distress: Working transverse cracks 
Joint deterioration 
Pumping 

Drainage: Non-drainable subbase and roadbed soil (i.e., 1 
month, and percent time pavement structure is 
saturated is> 25 percent time). Materials have 
"poor" drainage characteristics (Cd= 0.80). 

Existing serviceability index: 2.7 

Accumulated 18-kip ESALs: 5 x 106 outer traffic lane 

Design period: 20 years 

Future overlay design traffic: 10 x 106 outer traffic lane 

See Figure 5-4.17 for illustration. 

Step 2. Determine the structural number for a new pavement to support the 
future traffic (SNy) 

Use the AASHTO thickness design nomograph and the following input 
variables to determine SNy. 

Design reliability: 85% 
Overall standard deviation: 0.50 

Design 18-kip ESAL over 10 years: 10 x 106 

Roadbed soil effective resilient modulus: 8,000 psi 

Loss of serviceability: 
4.5 ( after overlay) - 2.5 ( design terminal) = 2.0 

SOLUTION: SNy = 4.6 

Step 3. Determine the effective SN of the existing pavement (SNxeff) 

SNxeff = ½ * Dxeff + SNxeff-rp 

where: 
SNxeff 

~ 
D ff 
s~eff-rp 

= Total effective structural number of the 
existing pavement 

= Structural condition value 
= Effective existing slab thickness 
= Effective structural number of the subbase 

In order to determine the effective existing slab thickness, the in 
situ pavement properties are required. Corings and borings through the depth 
of the pavement and into the roadbed soil were taken along the project. 
Falling Weight Deflectometer deflection basins were also conducted along the 
project at 9,000 lbs. load and the deflection basins were analyzed. The 
moduli of the pavement layers and the roadbed soil were backcalculated using 
elastic layer concepts. Results of these tests are as follows ( all values 
are averages): 
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Layer Core/Bore Thickness Backcalculated Modulus 

PCC 

Granular Subbase 

Roadbed Soil 

8.8 inches 

5.8 inches 

2.0 X 106 psi * 

15,000 psi 

8,000 psi 

* - The E cc must reflect the amount of cracking in the slabs, thus 
deflect1on measurements must be taken near working cracks if they 
are not to be full depth repaired with doweled joints. This value 
was backcalculated over several representative working cracks that 
will not be repaired. The modulus of the concrete was about 5 
million psi in non-cracked areas, which indicates a sound concrete 
with high strength. 

The effective existing slab thickness (D ff) is determined using 
Fi~re 5-4.3 with a backcalculated modti1us for the PCC surface of 2.0 x 
10 and the pavement's existing thickness of 8.8 inches. 

SOLUTION: Dxeff = 6.2 inches 

The s~ructural condition value (Cx) is determined using the following 
equation: 

SOLUTION: ½ = DxeftfDo = 6.2/8.8 = 0.70 

~e structural n~mber of _the subbase layer (SNxeff-rp) is calculated 
usmg the followmg equation: 

where: 
DsB = 
asB = 

= 

SNxeff-rp = DsB x asB 

Thickness of the subbase = 6.0 inches 
Structural coefficient for the subbase 
0.11 

SOLUTION: SNxeff-rp = 5.8 x0.11 = 0.66 

With this information the total effective structural number of the 
existing pavement (SNxeff) can be calculated: 

SOLUTION: SNxeff = 0.70(6.2) + 0.66 = 5.00 

Step 4. Determine the remaining life factor (FRU 

The FRL value depends upon: 

Percent remaining life of existing pavement from a 
serviceability of 2. 7 to 2.0 (0 - 100) = 17 

Figure 5-4.18 shows the concepts and calculation of RLx, percent 
remaining life of the existing pavement. 
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Percent remaining life of the overlayed pavement from a 
serviceability of 2.5 to 2.0 (0 - 100) = 17 

· Figure 5-4.19 shows the concepts and calculation of RLy• percent 
remaining life of the overlayed pavement. . 

The FRL value is then determined using Figure 5-4.9. 

SOLUTION: FRL = 0.58 

Step 5. Computation of final overlay design thickness 

SNoL =SNy - FRLxSNxeff 

= 4.6 - 0.58x 5.0 = 1.7 

SNoL = aoL X DoL 

The overlay thickness is computed assuming its elastic modulus is 
450,000 psi at 68°F. The structural coefficient is 0.44 for asphalt 
concrete. 

SOLUTION: DoL = 1.7/0.44 = 3.9 inches 

USE: 4 inches AC 

Step 6. Reflective Crack Control 

The recommended 4 inch AC overlay provides increased structure. It 
does not prevent reflection cracking which if not controlled, could lead to 
premature failure of the overlay. A direct method for reflective crack 
control must be specified. This pavement would be a good candidate for 
sawing and sealing joints directly over transverse joints and existing 
working cracks as described in Module 5-1. Longitudinal joints (both 
centerline and lane shoulder) could be addressed using a fabric-membrane 
strip placed directly over the joint before the 4 inch AC overlay is placed. 

11.2 AASHTO Design Procedure for the Design of Flexible Overlays 
Over 

Cracked and Seated Rigid Pavements 

As an alternative to the proceeding conventional AC overlay, breaking 
and seating of the JRCP may be considered. The major problem is to ensure 
that the steel reinforcement is broken at the cracks, or the cracking and 
seating will not have much effect. 

Step 1. Collect basic information and design criteria 

Use the same information that was given in Section 11.1. 

The pavement will be broken to a nominal slab fragment size of 
approximately 30 inches. Construction procedures will ensure that 
the reinforcement is broken. No post-breaking NDT will be 
performed. · 
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Step 2. Determine the structural number of the overlay (SNorJ 

From Table 5-4.2, the appropriate design equation is: 

SNoL = SNY - 0.7 (0.4D0 + SNxeff-rp) 

where: 
SNoL 
SNy 

= Structural number of the overlay 
= Structural number of a new pavement to support 
future traffic= 4.6 (see Section 11.1) 

= Existing pavement thickness = 8.8 inches 
= Effective thickness of subbase layer = 0.64 
( see Section 11.1) 

SOLUTION: SNoL = 4.6 - 0. 7 (0.4 x 8.8 + 0.64) = 1. 7 

Step 3. Required overlay thickness (Dor) 

DoL = SNorJaoL 

SOLUTION: DoL = 1.7/0.44 = 3.9 inches 

USE: 4.0 inches AC 

This overlay thickness is the same as that designed over the non-broken 
and seated JRCP. 

11.3 AASHTO Design Procedure for the Design of Rigid Overlays Over 
Rigid Pavements 

Step 1. Collect basic information and design criteria 

Use the same information that was given in Section 11.1. 

NOTE: Since the existing pavement is in poor condition, the only 
feasible alternative for a rigid overlay would be an unbonded 
concrete overlay. To achieve the bond break, a 1.5-inch 
asphalt leveling course will be placed over the existing 
rigid pavement. 

Step 2. Determine the in situ properties of the pavement layers 

The surface layer modulus value and modulus of subgrade reaction were 
backcalculated using finite element methods. The backcalculated values 
are shown below: 

Surface modulus of elasticity: 2.0 x 106 psi ( at cracks) 

Effective k value for the subbase/subgrade: 350 pci 

Step 3. Determine the effective thickness of the existing concrete slab 
(Dxeff) 

This value has been previously determined in Step 3 of Section 11.1 as 
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6.2 inches. This value neglects the influence of the leveling bond breaker 
course placed on the existing pavement. The leveling course may be accounted 
for by assuming a 2.5:1 layer substitution value for asphalt to concrete. 
For the 1.5-inch leveling course, the equivalent PCC thickness is 0.6 inch. 
Therefore, the total effective PCC thickness (Dxeff) is: 

Dxeff = 6.2 + 0.6 = 6.8 inches 

Step 4. Determine the required thickness for new design (Dy) 

Using the rigid pavement design nomograph (see Figure 4-2.9) the 
following input variables, the thickness required for new design is 
determined: 

Design reliability: 85 % 
Overall standard deviation: 0.50 

Design 18-kip ESALs over 10 years: 10 x 106 

Loss of Serviceability: 
4.5 (after overlay) - 2.5 (terminal)= 2.0 

PCC modulus of elasticity (new PCC): 4.0 x 106 psi 
MeanPCC modulus of rupture: 700 pci 

k value: 350 pci 

Load transfer coefficient: 3.2 

Drainage coefficient: 0.8 (see Section 11.1) 

SOLUTION: Dy= 10.7 inches 

Step 4. Determine the remaining life factor (FRrJ 

The R1..x value was determined as 17 percent in Section 11.1 
The RLy value is determined as follows: 

RLy = (12 x 106 - 10 x 106)/(12 x 106) = 17 

Note: The 12 million ESAL were determine from Figure 4-2.9 
considering a loss of serviceability to 2.0. 

SOLUTION: FRL = 0.58 

Step 5. Computation of final overlaythickness 

DoL2 = n2-FRL(Dxeff)2 

= 10.72 - 0.58 (6.8)2 = 87.7 

Therefore, 

DoL = 9.4 inches 

USE: 9.5 inches unbonded jointed concrete overlay 
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Step 6. Joint Design 

This includes a determination of the need for dowels, joint spacing, 
and sealant reservoir. These are crucial aspects of the design. Block 4 
contains information on this phase of design. 

11.4 PCA Method for the Design of Bonded Concrete Overlays 

·step 1. Collect basic information and design criteria 

ORIGINAL PAVEMENT 

Note: 

JPCP slab thickness: 8.0 inches 
Thickness after milling: 7.5 inches 

Average core split tensile strength: 430 psi 
Standard deviation for split tensile strength: 50 psi 

Modulus of subgrade reaction (from backcalculation procedure using 
9-kip FWD load): 100 pci ( converted from dynamic to static value) 

NEW DESIGN (Full-depth concrete parameters) 

Thickness: 10 inches. 

Design flexural strength: 600 psi. 
Design modulus of elasticity of concrete: 4,000,000 psi. 

Design modulus of subgrade reaction: 100 pci. 

The existing pavement and the properties of the new overlay 
meet the requirements for a bonded PCC overlay presented in 
Section 5.2.1. 

Step 2. Determine the effective split tensile strength (fte) 

where: 
fte = Effective split tensile strength 
ft = Average value of split tensile tests 
Sf = Standard deviation of tensile tests 

SOLUTION: fte = 430 - 1.65 * 50 = 358 psi 

Step 3. Determine the design flexural strength 

fr =AxBxfte 

where: 

i 
B 

= Design flexural strength (psi) 
= Regression constant = 1.45 
= Damage factor = 0.90 

SOLUTION: fr= 1.45 * 0.90 * 358 = 467 psi 
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Step 4. Determine the required overlay thickness (t0 ) 

Using Figure 5-4.16, the thickness of a new pavement to sustain the 
traffic level (tt) is: 

tt = 11.5 inches. 

The overlay thickness is calculated as follows: 

= tt- t 
= 11.5~ 7.5 
= 4.0 inches 

SOLUTION: A 4-inch bonded overlay is required. 

12.0 AASHTO COMPUTER PROGRAM FOR OVERLAY DESIGN 

A computerized version of the AASHTO pavement design procedure has been 
developed and is available for microcomputers. The computer program (DNPS86) 
incorporates all of the inputs used in the non-computerized method of 
pavement design. 

The computer program is also capable of determining overlay thicknesses 
for any overlay type and any existing pavement type. However, the program 
does not directly consider the existing pavement condition or the remaining 
life in its analysis. That is, an overlay cannot be designed for a given 
pavement system under given conditions. Rather, the only means of overlay 
design is accomplished by considering staged construction. 

The staged construction involves choosing an analysis period and 
dividing this time period into two or more performance periods for each stage 
of construction. For example, if a 30-year analysis period is selected, and 
an initial JRCP design is diosen for a 20-year performance period, then a 
10-year performance period is required for any subsequent overlays. This is 
illustrated in Figure 5-4.20, which are actual DNPS86 screens for such a 
design. Figure 5-4.20 (a) and 5-4.20 (b) are the only additional input 
screens needed for the overlay design analysis; the other required input 
screens are the same as those shown in Block 4. Figure 5-4.20 ( c) is the 
output screen providing not only the design of the initial pavement, but also 
the design of the JPCP overlay. 

Thus, when conducting an overlay analysis with DNPS86, the program will 
determine required thicknesses (given the projected performance periods) for 
the "new" pavement and the subsequent overlay. 

13.0 SUMMARY 

AC and PCC overlays on rigid pavements were discussed and several 
design methods were presented. The AASHTO method was emphasized for both 
flexible overlays and rigid overlays, however; an alternate method was 
presented for each overlay type. The Asphalt Institute method was outlined 
for flexible overlay design and the PCA method was outlined for rigid overlay 
design. Several mechanistic procedures were mentioned that are available to 
the design engineer. 
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* * * RIGID OVERLAY DESIGN INPUTS * * * 

SERVICEABILITY INDEX AFI'ER OVERLAY CONSTRUCTION 

OVERLAY STANDARD DEVIATION ( I.CG REPETITIONS) 

STRUCTlJ"RAL CHARACTERISTICS & MATERIAL PROPEill'IES 
Rigid Overlay Type •••• , , • • • 
Minimtnn Thickness (inches) ••••• 
PCC Elastic Modulus (psi) , • , , , , 
Average FCC Modulus of Rupture (psi) 
Load Transfer Coefficient 
Bond Coefficient 
Drainage Coefficient 
Loss of Support Factor 

4.50 

0.390 

JPCP 
3.00 

4200000 
690 

3.20 
LOO 
LOO 
o.oo 

Fl: HELP F2: :rMEat'l'/STORE F3: ANALY2E/PRINT/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESlJ1,TS 

a 

* * * RIGID OVERLAY COST INPUTS * * * 
OVERLAY CONSTRUCTION COSTS AND SALVAGE VALUE 

Unit Cost of Overlay Material ($/CY) 0.00 
Salvage Value (percent) • , •• , , • , , • 0 
Shoulders, If Different Than Overlay ($/lin ft) 0.00 
Mobilization and Other Fixed Costs ($/lin ft) • 0.00 

OVERLAY MAINTENANCE COST 
Initial Year Costs Begin to Accrue 
Yearly Increase ($/lane mile/year) 

0 
0.00 

Fl: HELP F2: IMPORT/STORE F3: ANALY2E/PRINT/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESULTS 

b 

* * * SOUfl'ION FOH INP!Jr DA'I'A FILE: pccol.dat * * * 

lHGID PAVEMEN'I' S'l'RUCI'URAL DESIGN 

Pavement Type 
Required Thickness (in) 
Performance Life (yrs) 
18-kip ESAL Repetitions 

JOC,'P 
9.65 
20,0 

7444510, 

DESIGN FOR PROJECTED FU'l'IJRH OVERLAY 

Over lay 'l'ype 
Required Thickness ( in) 
Perfornumce Life (yrs) 
18-kip ESAL Repetitions 

,JPCP 
5.09 
10.0 

6576702, 

C 

LIFE CYCLE COSTS ($/SY) 

Initial Pavement 
Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

Overlay 

,00 
.oo 
,00 

Construction , 00 
Maintenance , 00 
Salvage Value , 00 

Net Present Value ,00 

Press Any Key to Continue , , , 

Figure 5-4 .20. Example DNPS86 Rigid Overlay Design 
Input Screen, Rigid Overlay Cost Input 
Screen, and Pavement Design Output 
Screen (14). 
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It is very important that the design engineer utilize another design 
pr?~edure to check his/her design, regardless of the original procedure 
utihzed. 

There have been many overlays that have failed prematurely due to the 
lack of proper evaluation and preoverlay repair. This aspect of overlay 
design cannot be overemphasized. The direct consideration of reflection 
cracking is also absolutely essential. 
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BLOCK6 

DEVELOPMENT AND EVALUATION OF NEW PAVEMENT 
AND REHABILITATION DESIGN ALTERNATIVES 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module familiarizes course participants with the development and 
evaluation of new pavement design and rehabilitation alternatives. This 
includes the development of design alternatives, engineering analysis of 
alternatives, and economic analysis of different alternatives. Upon 
completion of this module participants will be able to accomplish the 
following: 

1. List the major steps involved in the development of design 
alternatives. 

2. List the major factors to be considered in the evaluation of 
alternative designs. 

3. Identify the major costs involved in constructing, operating, and 
maintaining a pavement over an analysis period. Describe 
procedures for estimating those costs. 

4. Determine the effects of interest and inflation on the economic 
analysis. 

5. Conduct a life-cycle cost analysis for a pavement design 
alternative. 

6. Conduct an engineering and economic analysis of two or more 
pavement design alternatives using principles contained i., .. this 
module. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

Decreasing highway revenues and increasing construction costs have 
caused many highway agencies to place greater emphasis on improved pavement 
management over the past few years. Highway administrators have been trying 
to get the best pavement performance for the highway dollar. With this 
emphasis, they have taken a hard look at pavement design alternative 
selection. ThIS emphasis has initiated great interest in generating and 
evaluating alternative designs. 

There is no one universally accepted method for developing feasible 
design alternatives for a highway improvement. A considerable amount of 
professional engineering judgment must be applied to each project. Also, 
design alternatives must be selected within the framework of the overall 
management of the pavement network. The alternative that may be the best for 
a given project may not be best for the network as a whole. 

Several design alternatives exist for new pavement construction and for 
rehabilitation. A new pavement design project may have, for example, the 
following design alternatives: · 
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1. An asphalt concrete surface course over a granular or stabilized 
base course. 

2. Full-depth asphalt concrete. 

3. A jointed plain concrete surface course over a granular or 
stabilized subbase course. 

4. A jointed reinforced concrete surface cause over a granular 
stabilized subbase course. 

5. A continuously reinforced concrete surface course over a granular 
or stabilized subbase course. 

Rehabilitation of the original pavement can take several forms, which 
may impact the initial selection and design of the pavement: 

1. Overlay with asphalt or concrete after minor repair of the existing 
pavement. 

2. Recycle one or more layers of the existing pavement. 

3. Restore the existing pavement (without an overlay) through 
patching, grinding, etc. 

4. Reconstruct the pavement. 

Each rehabilitation alternative must be considered as an integral part 
of the initial design. This is the main purpose for including the concept of 
design period and analysis period in the design strategy. The stage 
construction option discussed in Blocks 3 and 4, is an example of a combined 
new design/rehabilitation alternative which may be considered if permitted by 
agency policy. 

The policy of the Federal Highway Administration on pavement design 
alternative selection is to provide the public with acceptable highway 
service at a minimum cost, while permitting the oEportunity for the use of 
competing materials and different design details (Z6). Pavements are to be 
designed in accordance with procedures which experience has proven provide an 
economical, durable, and satisfactory roadway structure for the conditions 
which will prevail at the project site over the life of the pavement. 
Designs are to be based on expected traffic volume and axle loads, and 
selected on the basis of an engineering and economic analysis of all 
governing factors. 

A policy statement on pavement design alternative selection released by 
the FHWA on October 8, 1981 contained four key points (26): 

1. Pavement design alternative selection should be based upon an 
engineering evaluation considering the factors contained in the 
1960 AASHTO publication, "An Informational Guide on Project 
Procedures." Comparison of costs is included among the primary 
decision factors listed in this publication. 
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2. The economic analysis of design alternatives should be made on the 
basis of life-cycle costs, which encompass all the costs associated 
with constructing, maintaining, and rehabilitating the pavement 
over the analysis period being used. 

3. Agencies often make decisions about new design and rehabilitation 
alternatives for particular projects years in advance of the actual 
performance of the work. The engmeering and economic analysis of 
design alternatives should be repeated a short time before the 
project is advertised, to accurately reflect fluctuations in market 
prices, traffic levels, and other factors influencing alternative 
selection. This is particularly important for rehabilitation 
projects, since the existing pavement may deteriorate significantly 
durmg the time that rehabilitation is delayed. Failure to 
conduct a pavement evaluation and accurately compute needed 
material quantities just prior to performing the rehabilitation 
work has resulted in substantial cost overruns on many projects. 

4. When the engineering and economic analysis reveals that two or more 
initial designs are comparable or equivalent in performance and 
cost, alternate bids may be permitted by the contracting agency. 
The following requirement must be met for this to apply: 

a. Initial designs must be comparable or equivalent. All designs 
must be based on the same traffic over the same analysis 
period. The AASHTO "Guide for Design of Pavement Structures" 
should be used to evaluate the relative adequacy of designs. 
Stage construction designs do not qualify as initial designs. 
Given the uncertainty associated with future interest and 
inflation rates and material prices, it is felt to be unfair 
to contractors to include consideration of future improvements 
in the selection of the low bidder. 

b. Predicted performance of the designs must be comparable or 
equivalent. The agency must have adequate data to document 
the performance of each design alternative in the state. This 
must include current performance and life-cycle cost data that 
reflect comparable or equivalent service life. 

Although this policy does not apply to all agencies and all projects, 
the principles are valid for any new construction or rehabilitation project. 
The engineer has the responsibility for developing alternatives of equivalent 
adequacy and predicted performance, and evaluating these alternatives on the 
basis of life-cycle cost and all other significant engineering factors. 
Alternate bids are an acceptable means of alternative selection when the 
engineer's analysis reveals no clear-cut choice among the design 
alternatives. 

3.0 ENGINEERINGANALYSIS 

The AASHTO "Informational Guide on Project Procedures" identifies the 
following as primary factors to be considered in development of design 
alternatives for both new construction and rehabilitation: 
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1. Traffic: Although total traffic volume influences geometric design 
of the roadway, design of the pavement structural section is based 
on cumulative heavy axle loadings expected over the life of the 
pavement. 

2. Soil characteristics: Strength, deformation, gradation, and 
permeability properties of the subgrade soil mfluence the design 
of the pavement structural section and the need for positive 
drainage. The susceptibility of certain soils to volume change 
( e.g., swelling or frost heaving) may also influence pavement 
design selection. 

3. Weather: Rainfall, snow, ice, frost penetration, cyclic freezing 
and thawing, and daily and seasonal temperature cycling all 
influence the subgrade soil and the pavement layers. The 
performance of similar pavement designs in the same region provide 
valuable information about the probable influence of climatic 
factors on the performance of the various design alternatives. 

4. Construction considerations: Time required for initial 
construction, time when major rehabilitation is required, and 
frequency of future maintenance are particularly important for 
urban roadways and other high-volume routes, where traffic control 
is costly and lane closure time must be minimized. Designs with 
long initial performance periods and low maintenance needs may be 
favored in these situations. 

5. Recycling: Rising costs of aggregate, asphalt cement, and other 
paving materials has heightened the interest in recycling existing 
pavements. Some thought should be given in new design to the value 
of the pavement as a recycled material at the end of its service 
life. 

6. Cost comparisons: Federal and state government agencies have 
recognized that assessing all of the costs of a highway improvement 
over a certain design analysis period is more desirable than 
comparing only the initial cost of construction of the different 
alternatives. An economic analysis that compares major costs of a 
highway improvement over a chosen analysis period must consider 
imtial construction costs, maintenance costs, rehabilitation 
costs, and road-user costs (.2,6). 

Secondary factors which may also be pertinent to the development of 
design alternatives are: 

1. Performance of similar pavements in the area. 

2. Adjacent existing pavements. 

3. Conservation of materials and energy. 

4. Availability of local materials or contractor capabilities. 

5. Traffic safety. 
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6. Incorporation of experimental factors. 

7. Stimulation of competition. 

8. Municipal preference, participating local government preference, 
and recognition of local industry. 

There are other factors not directly related to the structural design 
of the mainline pavement that may influence the costs of different design 
alternatives which should also be considered. These include the presence of 
grade controls, drainage facilities, lateral and overhead clearances, and 
existing structures. 

4.0 ECONOMICANALYSIS 

Once the alternative designs have been developed, an economic analysis 
must be conducted. Recent publications on life-cycle cost analysis have 
added greatly to the available information on this important topic (19, 20, 
21, 22). The NCHRP synthesis on "Life-Cycle Cost Analysis of Pavements" by 
D. E. Peterson is the most comprehensive document available and is 
recommended for further information (22). 

The following costs must be considered for both new construction and 
rehabilitation: 

1. Initial construction ( of new pavement or rehabilitation). 

2. Future maintenance and rehabilitation. 

3. Future salvage value. 

Life-cycle costs can be expressed in terms of their "present worth 
(PW)" or their "equivalent uniform annual cost (EUAC)" (14, 15). The 
procedures to calculate both PW and EUAC are given in Figure 6-1.1. The 
present worth method converts all future costs to their equivalent present 
costs using a selected discount rate. The converted future costs can be 
combined with the initial construction cost to give a total present worth 
cost over the analysis period. The equivalent uniform annual cost method 
converts this present worth to an equivalent annual cost over the analysis 
period. 

4.1 Analysis Period 

The analysis period refers to the time over which the economic analysis 
is to be conducted. Analysis periods for new pavement design are typically 
twenty to forty years. For rehabilitation work, the analysis period will 
usually be shorter, such as ten to twenty or more years. An analysis period 
of at least ten years is recommended for rehabilitation so that future costs 
are reasonably considered. 

In order to use the present worth method, the analysis periods of all 
alternatives being considered must be equal. New construction design 
alternatives which have equal design lives (i.e., are designed for the same 
traffic over the same number of years) can easily be evaluated over the same 
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Figure 6-1.1. Life-Cycle Cost Computation Example. 

Information Required 

Analysis Period -- Life span over which alternatives will be 
compared. ( Note: Analysis period must be the same for each 
alternative). 

Discount Rate -- Average annual discount rate appropriate for 
the alternatives being analyzed (difference between market 
interest rate and construction inflation rate). (Note: Rate is 
average anticipated over the analysis period.) 

Cash Flows: 

IC 

Example 

1 , 

t (Years) 0 

IC - Initial Construction Cost 
Mi - Maintenance Costs 
R - Rehabilitation Costs 
EUC- Extra User Costs due to major rehabilitation 

activity 
SV - Salvage Value (pavements value at the end of 

the analysis period) 

R+EUC 

Ml M2 M3 M4 

i i 1/ ! i 
I I H 

s 10 15 20 

sv 

IC - $120,000 Ml = $10,000 
R = $ 90,000 M2 - $12,000 

EUC = $ 30,000 MJ = $25,000 
sv = $ 50,000 ML~ = $20,000 

Note: Costs are in todays dollars and have not 
been inflated. 
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Fiiure 6-1.1. Continued 

Analysis 

where: 

All cashflows must first be brought back to time t=O. The 
present worth (PW) of the cashflows can be determined as 
follows: 

PW = CAS HFLOW _ ____.l.,__ __ 
(l +i) n 

n = number of years to be discounted over 
i = discount rate (assumed 5%) 

1 

CASHFLOW n (l +i) n PW of CASHFLOW 

IC= $120,000 
M1 = $10,000 
M2 = $12,000 
R = $ 90,000 
Ebe=$ 30,000 
M3 = $ 25,000 
M4 = $ 20,000 
sv = $ 50,000 

0 
4 
7 

10 
10 
14 
17 
20 

1 
0 .8227 
0.7107 
0.6139 
0.6139 
0.5051 
0 .4363 
o.3769 

120,000 
8,227 
8,528 

55,252 
18,417 
12,627 

8,726 
(18,844) 

Total Present Worth; 212,933 

It is then possible to determine what series of equivalent uniform 
annual costs (EUAC) would be equivalent to this present worth lump 
sum. This is calculated as follows: 

EUAC 

1-(l+i)n 
PW = EUAC (---) 

i 

0.05 
= 212,933 ( · ) = $17,086/Year 

1-( 1.05)-20 
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analysis period. However, life-cycle cost comparisons must sometimes be made 
among alternatives with unequal lives. There are three ways to adapt design 
alternatives so that they may be compared over equal analysis periods: 

1. Assume that each alternative is repeated by itself until the ends 
of the design lives of all the alternatives coincide. Use the 
least common multiple of the design lives as the analysis period. 
For example, suppose a bonded concrete overlay for a particular 
pavement has a predicted life of 15 years while an asphalt concrete 
overlay for the same pavement has a predicted life of 10 years. 
The two alternatives could be compared over a 30-year analysis 
period, during which the concrete overlay is repeated once and the 
asphalt overlay is repeated twice. This permits comparison of the 
relative magnitudes of the present worths of the alternatives. 
However, the dollar amounts used in the analysis will not be what 
is actually intended to be spent on the project. 

2. Add future rehabilitation work to one or more of the alternatives 
to equalize their lives. For the example described above, the 
asphalt overlay with the 10-year life could be followed by a 
thinner overlay which will last 5 years. This combination could be 
compared with the bonded concrete overlay alternative over an 
analysis period of 15 years. This is perhaps a more realistic 
adaptation of the alternatives than least common multiple approach. 

3. The design life of one of the alternatives (preferably the shortest 
one) could be selected as the analysis period, and the "remaining 
life" of each of the other alternatives can be expressed monetarily 
as its salvage value. One difficulty with this approach lies in 
determining the remaining life in terms of fatigue, serviceability, 
etc. of a pavement at any point in time. The other difficulty lies 
in expressing this remaining life in dollars. This may be the true 
salvage value of the pavement, i.e., its value as a recycled 
material. However, even the pavement with the shortest design life 
has some value as a recycled material, and thus has a salvage 
value. 

A considerable amount of engineering judgement is required to adapt 
pavement design alternatives so that they may be compared over equal analysis 
periods using the present worth method. The alternative is to compare 
equivalent uniform annual costs, which does not require equal analysis 
periods. 

4.2 Performance P~riod 

This is the time period between the beginning of the life of an 
alternative and the time when major rehabilitation is next required. The 
performance period may or may not be equal to the design period. The design 
period is how long the pavement is supposed to last, while the performance 
period is how long it actually lasts. For example, a pavement may be 
designed for 20 years, but due to factors not adequately considered in the 
design such as an unexpectedly high rate of increase in truck traffic, it may 
actually last only 14 years. It is essential that the engineer review any 
information available on how the various pavement design or rehabilitation 
alternatives being considered have performed under similar conditions of 
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climate and traffic so that he or she selects realistic performance periods 
for the alternatives for use in the cost analysis. Of the two, 
rehabilitation performance is significantly harder to predict than new 
construction performance. Some information is avallable on the performance 
of various 4R techniques in References 20, 21, and 23. 

Each agency should make a concerted effort to develop a pavement 
performance data bank of new construction and rehabilitation projects. 
Eventually this data bank will be a valuable source of information on 
performance of design alternatives which is valid for local conditions. 
Several states already have performance data banks that are providing this 
information. Until this information becomes widely available, professional 
engineering judgement is required to obtain estimates of alternative life. 

4.3 Discount Rate 

The discount rate ( commonly called an interest rate in business 
investments) represents the time value of money. It is usually expressed as 
an annual compounded rate that represents the rate of interest money will 
earn over a future period. The AASHTO Design Guide explains the discount 
rate in the following way: 

"A governmental unit that decides to spend money improving a highway, 
for example, loses the opportunity to "invest" this money elsewhere. 
That rate at which money could be invested elsewhere is sometimes known 
as the "Opportunity Cost Of Capital" and is the appropriate discount 
rate for use in economic studies ... The discount rate for performing 
present value calculations on public projects should represent the 
opportunity cost of capital to the taxpayer as reflected by the average 
market rate of return. However, the market ... rate of interest 
includes an allowance for expected inflation as well as a return that 
represents the real cost of capital. For example, a current market 
rate of interest of 12 percent may well represent a 7 percent 
opportunity cost component and a 5 percent inflation component." (18). 

The NCHRP synthesis on life-cycle cost analysis states: 

"There is general agreement that the discount rate or real discount 
rate should be the difference between the market interest rate and 
inflation using constant dollars (22)." 

The proper discount rate to use for pavement projects, then, is the 
difference between the the market rate of interest and the rate of inflation 
(18, 22, 24). Future costs should be estimated in present dollars and kept 
constant in the future. The proper discount rate for the above example would 
be the difference between 12 and 5, or 7 percent. 

Epps and Wootan recommended a real discount rate of 4 percent based on 
their determination that the real long-term rate of return on capital had 
been between 3.7 and 4.4 percent since 1966 (23). Oglesby and Hicks stated 
that "the minimum rate for governmental investment should reflect the real 
cost of caP.ital, which some have estimated as being in the range of 4 
percent" (i4). More detailed discussion of the selection of the discount 
rate is given in References 16, 18, 22, 24 and 25. 
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An illustration of inflation and interest rates ( corporate bond rate 
and Treasury bill rate) variation over time is given in Figure 6-1.2. The 
two rates typically follow each other as shown, with a mean difference over 
many years typically less than 4 percent. 

Sometimes certain material costs may escalate more rapidly than others, 
and the effects of inflation on each item will have to be evaluated 
separately. Future inflated costs of each material or rehabilitation process 
can be estimated and used directly. 

The average annual increase in highway construction costs was 9.4 
percent from 1970 to 1979, and 7.4 percent for highway maintenance costs 
(l,Q). Reference 16 provides an excellent discussion of inflation 
considerations, and concludes that "the effects of inflation cannot be 
ignored in engineering economic evaluation of alternatives ... failure to 
account for the effects of inflation in comparing the cash flows of highway 
construction on maintenance alternatives will significantly understate real 
costs." 

4.4 Life-Cycle Cost Example 

An example of a life-cycle cost analysis is provided in Figure 6-1.3. 
It should be recognized that such procedures are not precise since reliable 
data for maintenance, subsequent stages of construct10n, salvage value, and 
pavement life are not always available and it is usually necessary to apply 
engineering judgement to make reasonable estimates. Despite these 
difficulties, life-cycle cost analysis is believed to provide the best 
potential to obtain the greatest service from a pavement construction or 
rehabilitation project at the lowest possible cost. 

The computations required to perform life-cycle cost analysis are 
easily adaptable to a spreadsheet or interactive program for use on a 
personal computer. One such program available for life-cycle cost analysis 
1s ECON, written in BASIC. Figure 6-1.4 illustrates the inputs required to 
use ECON to solve the example problem, and the outputs produced. Note that 
the ECON program cannot consider "negative costs" (i.e., salvage values), so 
theresults produced are not exactly the same as shown in Figure 6-1.3. The 
results in Figure 6-1.3 and Figure 6-1.4 can be compared to observe the 
impact of neglecting salvage value in life-cycle cost analysis. 

5.0 EVALUATION OF DECISION FACTORS 

Life-cycle cost should be the dominant factor in selecting different 
pavement designs. There may be several other decision factors, both 
technical and non-technical, which influence the selection of a pavement 
design alternative. In some cases, these factors may weigh very heavily in 
the decision process and even outweigh cost considerations, geven agency 
policy. Some of these other decision factors include: 

1. Overall pavement management of network (policies, funds available 
for projects). 

2. Future rehabilitation options and needs. 

3. Auto and truck traffic volume. 
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Figure 6-1.3. Example of a Preliminary Life-Cycle Cost Analysis of 
Pavement Rehabilitation Alternatives. 

Note: This cost analysis is an example of the procedures and concepts 
only, and nothing should be concluded as to the economic benefits of one 
alternative over the others. Construction costs and pavement conditions 
vary widely, and completely different results may be obtained in other 
analyses with different pavement conditions and costs. 

Step 1. Existing Pavement Design: 

Jointed plain concrete pavement, controlled-access rural four-lane 
divided highway. Design is 9-inch slab, 4-inch cement-treated base over a 
silty clay subgrade. Joints are randomly spaced (12 to 19 feet), skewed 
with no dowels. Pavement age is 15 years. 

Step 2. Existing Pavement Condition: 

a. 7 percent shattered slabs to be replaced in outer lane. 
b. 50 square yards partial-depth patching for spall repair. 
c. Pumping along approximately 3/4 of the project (outer lane only). 
d. Faulting in outer lane is serious, averaging 0.15 inches. 

Inner lane is only 0.05 inches. 
e. Serviceability Index averages 2.8 in the outer lane and 3.8 in 

the inner lane. 
f. Asphalt concrete outer shoulder is in fair condition. 

Step 3. Select Feasible Rehabilitation Alternatives: 

Alternatives 
WORK ITEMS No. 1 No. 2 No. 3 

Replace Shattered Slabs X X 
Patch Spalls X X (inner lane) 
Subseal Slabs X X 
Sub drains X X 
Grind Surface Outer Lane X 
AC Overlay X 
Replace Outer Lane X 
(recycle existing concrete) 
Place Tied PCC Shoulder X 

Initial Service Life (years) 7 12 20 
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Figure 6-1.3. continued. 

Step 4. Select Analysis Period: 

The three alternatives have different initial service lives. 
All alternatives must be analyzed over the same analysis period 
(e.g., ·20 years) to conduct a life-cycle cost analysis. 

Step 5. Select Discount Rate: 

A discount rate of 4 percent is selected. 

Step 6. Estimate Life-Cycle Costs and Compute Present Worth: 

The unit costs to perform each of the work tasks are estimated 
using previous bid estimates and other information. The unit costs 
are estimated for the first year of the analysis period. 

Preventative maintenance is planned to be applied about every 5 
to 7 years for each of the alternatives. This includes resealing 
joints, sealing cracks and stabilizing slabs, if necessary. 

The salvage value is the expected worth of the existing pavement 
at the end of its service life. It was estimated as a percentage of 
the original construction and subsequent rehabilitation costs. 

All costs are computed per two-lane mile including shoulders. 

No. 1. Restoration 

Year Work Type 

0 Restoration 
7 Restoration 

14 Resurfacing 
20 End of Service 

Salvage Value 
Life 

Cost 

90,580 
45,760 

144,322 

-67,500 

Total Present Worth 

Total life of alternative - 20 years 

795 

Present Worth 

90,580 
34,774 
83,342 

-30,806 

$177,890 



No. 

Figure 6-1.3. continued. 

2. Resurfacing 

Year Work Type Cost 

0 Resurfacing 180,162 
6 Maintenance 10,000 

12 Resurfacing 96,215 
20 End of Service Life 

Salvage Value -85,000 

Total Present Worth 

Total life of alternative= 20 years 

No. 3 Reconstruct Outer Lane And Shoulder 

Year 

0 
10 
15 
20 

Work Type 

Replace Lane/Shoulder 
Maintenance 
Maintenance 
End of Service Life 
Salvage Value 

Cost 

255,700 
10,000 
10,000 

-60,000 

Total Present Worth 

Total life of alternative= 20 years 

Present Worth 

180,162 
7,903 

60,096 

-38,793 

$209,368 

Pt:esent Worth 

255,700 
6,756 
5,553 

-27,383 

$240,626 

Present worths were calculated using the following expression: 

Present Worth= Cost [ 1 / (1 + i)n] 

where i 0.04 
n = time in years 

Step 7. Compute Equivalent Uniform Annual Costs: 

Analysis Present 
Alternative Period (years) Worth CRF* EUAc** 

No. 1 Restoration 20 177,890 0. 0736 $13,093 

No. 2 Resurfacing 20 209,368 0.0736 $15,409 

No. 3 Replace Lane/Sh. 20 240,626 0.0736 $17,710 

* CRF Capital Recovery Factor. Present Worth* CRF = EUAC. 

**EUACs were calculated using the following expression: 

EUAC = (Present Worth) { i / [ 1 - 1 / (1 + i)n] ) 
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Figure 6-1.3. continued. 

Step 8. Summary of Results 

The life-cycle cost analysis shows that Alternative 1 
(Restor.ation) has the lowest equivalent uniform annual cost. This 
alternative would cost the agency the equivalent of $13,093 a year 
over a 20-year period at the assumed discount rate. Alternative 2 
(Resurfacing) and Alternative 3 (Reconstruct Outer Lane) are 18 
percent and 35 percent more costly than Alternative 1, respectively. 

User costs due to lane closures or extra user costs due to 
increased roughness have not been included. If traffic was not 
heavy, the user costs would probably not effect the results of the 
analysis much. However, if traffic volume was very high, the 
alternative that had the most lane closure time would have a much 
higher user cost and the consideration of user costs could change the 
cost analysis significantly. 

Step 9. Effect of Error in Life or Cost Estimates 

Given the preceding resultsf an important question that could be 
asked is: how much would an error in the estimate of pavement life 
affect the computed life-cycle costs? To answer this question, 
assume that the restoration alternative only lasts 5 years instead of 
the 7 assumed. This would be an error of 40 percent. The average 
annual cost for this service life (using the same unit costs as 
before and placing an overlay at 10 years instead of 14 years is 
$14,343, or 9.5 percent greater than the cost coumputed before. 
Thus, an error in life prediction results in a smaller error in the 
average annual cost, because of the effect of discounted future 
costs. 
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ECONOMIC ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES 

PAVEMENT ID: EXAMPLE 
ALTERNATIVE ID.: 1 
ALT. DESC.: RESTORATION 
YEAR TO START ANALYSIS: 1987 

ALTERNATIVE LIFE: 20 
INTEREST RATE: 4 
INFLATION RATE: 0 

YEAR DESCRIPTION PRES.COST PRES.VALUE EUAC 

1987 RESTORATION 
1994 RESTORATION 
2001 RESURFACING 

INITIAL COST 
PRESENT VALUE 
EUAC 
EUAC/SY 

90580.00 
208696.22 
15356.24 

0.12 

90580.00 
45760.00 

144322.00 

90580.00 
34773. 84 
83342.38 

6665.04 
2558. 72 
6132 .48 

ECONOMIC ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES 

PAVEMENT ID: EXAMPLE 
ALTERNATIVE ID.: 2 
ALT. DESC.: OVERLAY 
YEAR TO START ANALYSIS: 1987 

ALTERNATIVE LIFE: 20 
INTEREST RATE: 4 
INFLATION RATE: 0 

YEAR DESCRIPTION 

1987 RESURFACING 
1993 MAINTENANCE 
1993 MAINTENANCE 

INITIAL COST 
PRESENT VALUE 
EUAC 
EUAC/SY 

180162.00 
195968. 28 

14419.70 
0.11 

PRES.COST PRES.VALUE 

180162.00 
10000.00 
10000.00 

180162.00 
7903.15 
7903.15 

Figure 6-1.4. Life-Cycle Cost Example Using ECON Program. 
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EUAC 

13256.64 
581.53 
581. 53 

EUAC/SY 

0.05 
0.02 
0,05 

EUAC/SY 

0.10 
0.00 
0.00 



ECONOMIC ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES 

PAVEMENT ID: EXAMPLE 
ALTERNATIVE ID.: 3 
ALT. DESC.: RECONSTRUCT OUTER LANE 
YEAR TO START ANALYSIS: 1987 

ALTERNATIVE LIFE: 20 
INTEREST RATE: 4 
INFLATION RATE: 0 

YEAR DESCRIPTION PRES.COST PRES.VALUE EUAC 

1987 REPLACE LANE/SHOULDER 
1997 MAINTENANCE 
2002 MAINTENANCE 

INITIAL COST 
PRESENT VALUE 
EUAC 
EUAC/SY 

255700.00 
268008.31 
19720. 53 

0.16 

255700.00 
10000,00 
10000.00 

Figure 6-1.4. continued. 
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255700.00 
6755.64 
5552.65 

18814.86 
497.09 
408.57 

EUAC/SY 

0.15 
0.00 
0.00 



4. Initial construction cost. 

5. Future maintenance requirements. 

6. Traffic control during construction (safety and congestion). 

7. Construction considerations ( duration of construction). 

8. Conservation of materials and energy. 

9. Potential foundation problems. 

10. Potential climatic problems. 

11. Performance of similar pavements in the area. 

12. Availability of local materials and contractor capabilities. 

13. Worker safety during construction. 

14. Incorporation of experimental features. 

15. Stimulation of competition. 

16. Municipal preference, participating local government preference and 
recognition of local industry. 

The difficulty in considering these factors in the selection process is 
that most of them are difficult to quantify. Figure 6-1.5 illustrates a 
suggested procedure that considers any number of decision factors which do 
not need to be experienced in monetary units. This procedure has been used 
successfully in value engineering studies to select the "preferred" 
alternative. The following general procedure can be used (the example shown 
was actually developed by a state department of transportation): 

1. Alternative design strategies are developed over a selected 
analysis period. In the example given in Figure 6-1.5, ten 
alternatives are considered. 

2. Decision factors considered important in selecting the J?ref erred 
alternatives are selected. In the example, these are initial cost, 
duration of construction, service life, repairability and 
maintenance effort, rideability and traffic orientation, and proven 
design in state climate. Others can be used as deemed necessary by 
the agency. 

3. The decision factors must be weighted. Individual decision factors 
are typically more influential on the final decision than others. 
This can be taken into account through weighting factors using the 
form in Figure 6-1.5. The alternatives and decision factors are 
listed as shown on the form. A percentage weighting scheme can 
also be used, in which each decision factor is assigned a numerical 
percentage depending on its relative importance, and the total adds 
to 100. This weighting must be done by a group representative of 
the agency who are involved in decision making (managers as well as 
designers). 
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4. Any needed analyses are performed to supply information about each 
of the alternatives ( e.g., construction costs, future maintenance 
and rehabilitation costs. etc.) 

5. Next, each alternative is rated independently against the decision 
factors using a selected scale, such as the 0-to-100 scale used in 
the example. It is recommended that the rating be performed from 
top to bottom rather than from right to left. The ratings are 
placed in the upper left-hand triangle as shown in Figure 6-1.5. 

6. The overall rating of each alternative is then computed by 
multiplying the weights by the ratings and inserting the results in 
the lower right-hand triangles. The total rating score is obtained 
by summing across for each alternative. 

The alternatives are now ranked in order of highest rating score. The 
following total scores were obtained from Figure 6-1.5 for the top four 
alternatives. 

Alternative 1 80.5 
Alternative IA 80.5 
Alternative 3 75.5 
Alternative 8 67.5 

In this example, Alternatives 1 and IA are the most-preferred designs. 
Thus, either 1 or lA or both could be recommended to management for final 
selection. 

6.0 DETAILED DESIGN OF SELECTED ALTERNATIVE 

After the preferred alternative has been selected, a more detailed 
design and cost estimate should be made. This may require further field and 
laboratory testing and evaluation. The final design should be reasonably 
close to the design used in the preliminary analysis. The plans and 
specifications must be carefully prepared to reflect the final design. 

7.0 SUMMARY 

This block describes the steps required in the development and 
selection of pavement design and rehabilitation alternatives. The purpose of 
alternative development and selection is to identify the design which will 
provide the greatest service to the public at the lowest possible cost. Key 
items include: 

1. Carefully evaluating existing pavement conditions to help with 
rehabilitation as well as with mitial design considerations. 

2 For both new construction and rehabilitation be creative in 
developing feasible alternatives which may be applicable. 

3. Select the llpreferred" alternative on the basis of life-cycle cost 
and other important decision factors. 
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MODULE7-1 

RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN WORKSHOP PROBLEMS 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module provides participants the opportunity to apply the concepts 
and prqcedures presented throughout the course to a realistic ngid pavement 
design problem. Upon completion of this workshop the participant will have 
demonstrated his or her ability to apply the design procedures presented 
throughout the course. The problems can be solved by hand or through use of 
the AASHTO (by FHWA or AASHTO) or PCA computer programs. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

The first step in the design of a rigid pavement system is to select 
the general type of rigid pavement to be considered (JPCP, JRCP, CRCP). The 
steps which follow should be performed for each pavement design type: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

Select general cross-section off avement ( materials, drainage, 
shoulders) and consider overal performance period and 
rehabilitation strategy 

Obtain design inputs 

Determine required layer thicknesses 

Develop joint design 

Reinforcement design, if used 

Shoulder design 

Evaluate overall pavement design 

Estimate life cycle costs 

Conduct design checks using other procedures 

Revise design, if necessary 

All needed design inputs are provided, however, some are in raw data 
form and must be reduced somewhat to input directly into the design 
procedures. 

It is recommended that the AASHTO Design Guide be used to develop the 
initial design, and then if time remains, the PCA design procedure be 
utilized to compare with and check the AASHTO design results. The PREDICT 
computer program can also be used to evaluate and check the resulting design 
to p~edict_ t!ie future faulting, cracking, joint deterioration, pumping and 
serv1ceab1hty loss. 
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3.0 RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN INPUTS 

Inputs for traffic, materials, subgrade and climate are either provided 
or listed for the class participant "designer" to determine (as indicated by 
???) for the given pavement site under design. Information can be found on 
the page or figure number listed next to the input variable. The new 
pavement to be designed is an existing Interstate highway where the existing 
pavement will be removed and a new pavement reconstructed. 

3.1 Overall Design Criteria 

Type of highway: Interstate highway 

Number of traffic lanes one direction: Two 

Lane width: 12 feet 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Width of shoulders: OUTER - 10 feet; INNER - 6 feet 

Performance period of initial design: ??? years 

6. Analysis period: 40 years 

7. Design reliability=??? (See pg. 511) 

8. 

9. 

Overall standard deviation = ??? 

Performance criteria: 
initial serviceabilitY. = ??? 
terminal serviceability = ??? 

(See pg. 276) 

(See pg. 513) 
(See pg. 513) 

3.2 Traffic Level 

1. Two-Way ADT and ADTT history: (See Figure 7-1.1 (Future 
volume for ADT and ADIT are 
expected to increase as in the 
past ten years.)) 

2. Mean 18-kip ESAL per commercial truck history: (See Figure 7-1.1) 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

Truck lane distribution = ??? percent 

Direction distribution of trucks=??? percent 

Truck traffic growth rate = ??? percent 

Initial year 18-kip ESAL = ??? 

3.3 Materials 

1. Portland cement concrete: 
Mean modulus of rupture at 28 days = ??? psi 
Mean modulus of elasticity = ??? psi 
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(See Figure 7-1.1) 

(See Table 7-1.1) 
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Table 7-1.1. Traffic Information For the Rigid Workshop. 

Calculation ofinitial Year 18-kip ESAL in Design lane for Traffic 
Level A: 

18-kip ESAL = (2500 trucks/day* 365 days,xear) 
* Directional Distribution ~ 0.5 
* Lane Distribution (0.87) ~Al/truck (1.4) = 555,712* 

Growth Rate of ESAL Estimate: 

ADTT 
ESAI.{fruck 
ESAI)Day 

TODAY 

2500 
1.4 

3500 

SIMPLE GROWTH: 7140 = 3500(1 + lO*i) 
i = 10.4 %/year 

COMPOUND GROWTH:7140= 3500(1 + i)10 
i = 7.4 %/year 

lOYEARS 

4200 
1.7 
7140 

* NOTE: For input into the DNPS86 program, this is the traffic in the 
design lane in one direction. If this number is input, the 
directional distribution and lane distribution should be input as 
1.0. 
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2. Alternative base layers: 

Modulus of dense graded crushed stone: 20,000 psi 
Modulus of permeable asphalt treated crushed stone: 
Modulus of lean concrete: 1,500,000 psi 

3.4 Subgrade and Climate 

Subgrade soil: 

Swelling soil: 

Fine grained silty clay soil (A-6) 

None 

75,000 psi 

l. 

2. 

3. Frost heave: Yes or no depending upon climate of the design 
location 

4. Resilient modulus values: 

3.5 Miscellaneous Factors 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Load Transfer Coefficient = ??? 

Drainage Coefficient = ??? 

Loss of Support Factor= ??? 

(See Table 7-1.2) 

(See pg. 522 NOTE: Depends on 
the use of dowels and tkd PCC 
shoulders) 

(See pg. 520) 

(See pg. 523) 

4.0 RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN SLAB THICKNESS 

Determine the required slab thickness for various design alternatives 
including the following: 

1. Different pavement types (JPCP, JRCP, CRCP) 

2. With and without tied PCC shoulders 

3. Different base types 

5.0 JOINT DESIGN 

Develop joint designs for the following joint systems: 

1. Transverse joints 
- load transfer 
- sealant reservoir 
- spacing 
- skew, if any 

2. Longitudinal lane to shoulder joint 

3. Longitudinal lane to lane joint 

6.0 REINFORCEMENT DESIGN 

If designing a JRCP or CRCP, determine required steel reinforcement. 
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Table 7-1.2. Resilient Modulus Values For Rigid Workshop. 

MONTH RESILIENT MODULUS (psi) 
Frost Area Nonfrost Area 

January 50,000 5,000 

February 50,000 5,000 

March 5,000 5,000 

April 6,000 5,000 

May 10,000 8,000 

June 12,000 8,000 

July 12,000 10,000 

August 12,000 10,000 

September 12,000 10,000 

October 12,000 10,000 

November 12,000 10,000 

December 12,000 10,000 
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7.0 OVERLAYS OR REHABILITATION 

Develop plan for rehabilitation of the pavement once terminal 
serviceability is reached (overlays, CPR) if the performance period is less 
than the analysis period (which is set at 40 years for this project). Do not 
develop detailed overlay design. 

8.0 LIFE CYCLE COSTS AND SALVAGE VALUES 

1. Unit costs and salvage value: (See Table 7-1.3) 

2. Discount rate: 4percent 

Use these values to determine the life cycle costs over the 40 year 
analysis period for each alternative: 

1. Initial pavement construction, maintenance and salvage value 

2. Overlay pavement construction, maintenance and salvage value 

3. Net present value 

9.0 PAVEMENT PERFORMANCE 

Plot a simple graph of serviceability index versus age to illustrate 
the serviceability performance curve for each design alternative over the 40 
year analysis period. Label all rehabilitations and place cost figures on 
graph. 
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Table 7-1.3. Unit Costs and Salvage Values for Rigid Workshop Example. 

MATERIAL TYPE 

FCC SIAB OR OVERlAY 

JPCP 
JRCP 

AC OVERIAY 

AC overlay 

BASE COURSE 

Dense crushed stone base 
Permeable base 

Cement treated stone 
Lean PCC base 

SHOULDERS 

AC Shoulders 
PCC Shoulders 

MOBILIZATION 

Mobilization and other fixed costs 

MAINTENANCE 

UNIT COSTS* 

70.00 $/cy 
70.00 $/cy 

58.00 $/cy 

18.00 $/cy 
24.00 $/cy 
30.00 $/cy 
35.00 $/cy 

30.00 $/feet 
40. 00 .$/feet 

1.00 $/feet 

Yearly increase 100 $/lane mile/year 
Year costs begin to accrue - Year 3 

SALVAGE, PERCENT 

30 
30 

40 

30 
5 

10 
20 

30 
30 

0 

0 

* Includes all inplace costs including joints, dowels, etc. 
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MODULE7-2 

FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT DESIGN WORKSHOP 

1.0 INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES 

This module provides participants the opportunity to apply the concept 
and procedures developed throughout the course. Each module of instruction 
provided example problems which developed data useful in a pavement design. 
Upon complet10n of this workshop the participant will have demonstrated the 
ability to apply the design procedures presented. The solution procedures 
using micro computer based programs will be emphasized throughout the 
workshop. Avaliable programs include the AASHTO design program, DNPS86, 
ESALCALC, DRAINIT, the Federal Highway Administration Symphony spreadsheet 
program, the economic analysis program ECON, and the elastic layer anallysis 
program ELSYMS, as well as any others available. 

The Federal Highway Administration Symphony spreadhseet design program 
will be presented and discussed in this workshop as an alternative procedure 
to investigate multiple options in an AASHTO design. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

The flexible pavement design problem is developed in distinct stages in 
this module. Each step requires the participant to calculate a pavement 
design, and evaluate die desisn. This evaluation may require an elastic 
layer analysis to examine criticl stresses, an economic analysis to determine 
EUAC or Present Worth, or use of an alternate design procedure to compare 
with the AASHTO design. The basic design properties have been developed in 
the individual instructional modules and will be used as the input for the 
design problem here. 

3.0 FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT DESIGN PARAMETERS 

Inputs for traffic, materials, subgrade and climate are either provided 
or listed for the designer to determine (indicated by??? in the list) for 
the given pavement site under design. Page references are provided to assist 
in selecting appropriate input parameters without excessive searching through 
the manual. The new pavement to be designed is an existing highway alignment 
where the existing pavement will be removed and a new pavement reconstructed. 

3.1 Overall Design Criteria 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

Type of Highway 
Number of traffic lanes in one direction 
Lane width 
Combined width of shoulders 
Analysis period 
Performance period of initial design 
Design Reliability 
Standard Deviation 
Performance criteria: 

a. Initial serviceability 
b. Terminal serviceability 
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-2 

-12 ft. 
-16 ft. 
-20years. 
-??? years. 
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3.2 Traffic Levels 

The traffic levels were developed in the example problems for Module 
2-5. They represented three metnods of calculating the ESAL values depending 
on the asignment of percent growth by ADT or by truck classification. They 
were: 

1. Percent growth by ADT - 43,800,000 18-k ESAL. 

2. Three classes of truck growth - 53,700,000 18-k ESAL. 

3. Two percent error in estimating traffic in 2 - 66,400,000 18-k 
ESAL. 

These were developed using equivalency factors for rigid pavements, and 
the resulting 18-k ESAL values are not exactly correct for flexible 
pavements. While ESALCALC should be used to develop more precise design 
traffic estimates for a flexible pavement, a general reduct10n factor shows 
that flexible ESALs are 0.67 of the Rigid ESALs. What is the magnitude of 
the difference? 

Determine the design ESAL for each of the three traffic levels for the 
design lane assuming a directional distribution factor of 0.5 and a lane 
distribution factor of 0.9: 

1. Situation 1 -

2. Situation 2 -

3. Situation 3 -

3.3 Available Materials 

1. Asphalt Concrete: 

a. Marshall Stability - 1700 Pounds. 
b. Hveem R value - 68. 

2. Base materials may be chosen from the following materials. 

Top Size 
-#200 material 
Plasticity Index 
Compacted Density 
California Bearing Ratio 100 
Gradation 

Sieve Size 
1.5 
1 
3/4 
1/2 
#4 
#40 
#200 

Crushed Stone Base 
1.5 inches 
11 percent 
NP 
139 pcf. 

Percent Passing 
100 
90 
80 
68 
50 
21 
11 
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Gravel Base 
1.5 inches 
9 percent 
3.5 
140 pcf. 
30 

100 
98 

74 
49 
23 
9 



3.4 Subgrade and Climate 

1. 

2. 

3. 

A fine grained silty clay soil 

Swelling Soil 

Frost Heave 

-A-6 (19). 

-None. 

-Dependent on Course location 

4. Resilient modulus values have been established through field NDT 
testing and/or laboratory testing for three conditions and were 
presented in Module 2-2. The effective resilient modulus used in 
this design should be the value you determined in the example 
problem for Module 2.2 (see Table on page 93). 

5. Climate will be determined by the geographic area of the course. 

3.5 Costs and Salvage Values 

Use the following values for all costs in this problem 

MATERIAL TYPE UNIT COSTS* SALVAGE, PERCENT 

AC Surface 
Dense crushed stone 

base 
Gravel-Sand Base 
Permeable base 
Cement treated Stone 
AC overlay 
AC Shoulders 
PCC Shoulders 
Mobilization and other 

fixed costs 
Maintenance Costs 

(first year 
yearly increase 

58.00 $/cy 

18.00 $/cy 
14.00 $/cy 
24.00 $/cy 
30.00 $/cy 
58.00 $/cy 
30.00 $/ft 
40.00 $/ft 

1.00 $/ft 

??? $/ln. mile 
??? ?/ln.mile/year 

*-This includes all costs. 

4.0 FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT THICKNESS DESIGN 

4.1 Problem 1. 

45 

30 
10 

5 
10 
40 
30 
30 

0 

0 
0 

1. Determine the layer coefficients for the surface and granular 
materials from charts on pages indicated: 

a. 
b. 
c. 

a 1 (page 130 and 354) 
az (page 355) 
a3 (page 356) 
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2. Determine the drainage coefficients for the base materials given 
above: 

a. m2 (use DRAINIT calculation for materials which 
b. m3 are the same as those on Page 200) 

3. Use the three traffic situations described above to design three 
pavement structures using the AASHTO DNPS86 program. Use a three 
layer pavement structure for this design. Use the following 
values to supplement those given already: 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 

Performance period of initial design 
Design Reliability 
Standard Deviation 
Performance criteria: 

Initial serviceability 
Terminal serviceability 

-20 years. 
-.50 
-0.40 

-4.2 
-2.5 

4. If you added a positive drainage element to the pavment design, 
what would the impact be on the pavement thickness design for each 
traffic level? 

4.2 PROBLEM 2. 

1. Change the design reliability to a more reasonable 85 percent and 
repeat the calculation for step 3 above. How do the thicknesses 
compare? 

2. Compare the effect on thickness when the reliability is at 50 
percent and when it is at 85 percent. What should happen if the 
reliability were set at 99.9 percent, a recommended upper level in 
the AASHTO Design Procedure? Note any difference in the changes 
that are produced at the three different traffic levels. 

4.3 PROBLEM 3. 

Using the three pavement structures from Problem 2, No. 1 above, 
perform an elastic layer analysis on each of the structures. Calculate the 
radial tensile stress at the bottom of the asphalt layer for each pavement 
structure, and the vertical compressive stress on top of the sub grade. 

Compare these stresses for all three pavements. Each pavement is 
predicted to have the same life by AASHTO. Do the stresses indicate that the 
life for each pavement should be the same? Be prepared to discuss any 
differences. 

4.4 PROBLEM 4. 

If time permits, a parameter study can be performed to show the 
interaction of drainage, standard deviation, and design reliability and 
traffic level. Plots showing the interaction of these parameters provide a 
useful tool for the designer to use in evaluating which parameters are most 
influential on the pavement design being worked on. 
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5.0 FHWAAASHTO PROGRAM 

The Federal Highway Administration AASHTO design program developed by 
Hallin and Owens (1) provides an excellent means of performing the parametric 
study called for in Problem 3. This program is a series of Symphony 
spreadsheets which has the capability to perform the "what if" type of 
calculations spreadsheets have become famous for. This program has the added 
capability of combining the "what if" calculations into a graphical 
representation of the calculated values. This makes it a particularly 
valuable tool to the engineer to show the graphical trends in thicknesses as 
design parameters change. It does not have the cost capabilities of the 
AASHTO DNPS86 program, but it has more capability in overlay design. 

This program will be demonstrated breifly by the instructor, and the 
participants will be able to work with the program to study different design 
situations as time permits. You are encouraged to use any program at your 
disposal. 
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SOLUTION SET FOR RIGID PAVEMENT WORKSHOP 
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DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION l - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 1 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - NO OVERLAY 
JPCP - Crushed Stone - Dowels - AC shoulder 

GENERAL DESIGN INPUT REQUIREMENTS 

Analysis Period (years) 

Discount Rate (percent per year) 

Number of Traffic Lanes (one direction) 

Lane Width (feet) 

Page 1 

40.0 

4.00 

2 

Combined Width c~ Shoulders (feet, one direction) 

12.0 

16. 

ROADBED SOIL RESILIENT MODULI 

Season: 1 2 3 4 
Modulus (psi): 50000. 50000. 5COO. 6000. 

Season; 7 8 9 10 
Modulus (psi): 12000. 12000. 12000. 12000. 

DESIGN INPUTS FOR FLEXIBLE AND RIGID PAVEMENTS 

Des1~ed Level of Reliability (percent) 

Design Terminal Serviceability 

Roadbed Soil Swelling 

5 6 
10000. 12000. 

11 12 
12000. 12000. 

95.00 

3.00 

(Not Considered) 

Frost Heave (Not Considered) 

Solution ill. Dowelled JPCP with Crushed Stone Base and 
AC Shoulders. 

DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION l - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 1 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - NO OVERLAY 
JPOP - Crushed Stone - Dowels - AC shoulder 

RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN INPUTS 

Performance Period for Initial Pavement (years) 

Serviceability Index After Initial Construction 

Traffic 
Growth Rate (percent) 
Type of Growth 
Initial Yearly 18-kip ESAL (both directions) 
Directional Distribution Factor (percent) 
Lane Distribution Factor (percent) 

Overall Standard Deviation (log repetitions) 

Subbase 
Subbase Type 
Thickness (inches) 
Elastic Modulus (psi) 
Unit Cost ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

Portland Cement Concrete Slab 
Type of Construction 
PCC Elastic Modulus (psi) 
Average PCC Modulus of Rupture (psi) 
Unit Cost of PCC ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

Structural Characteristics 
Load Transfer Coefficient 
Drainage Coefficient 
Loss of Support Factor 

Other Construction Related Costs 
Shoulders, If Not Full Strength ($/linear foot) 
Drainage ($/linear foot) 
Mobilization and Other Fixed Costs ($/linear foot) 

Maintenance Cost 
Initial Year Costs Begin to Accrue 
Yearly Increase ($/lane mile/year) 

Page 2 

40.0 

4.50 

7.40 
COMPOUND 

517388. 
50. 
87 . 

. 3'JO 

cs 
6.00 

20000. 
18.00 

30. 

JPCP 
4200000. 

700. 
70.00 

30. 

3.20 
1.00 

.00 

30.00 
6.00 
1.00 

3.0 
100.00 

Solution 111. (Continued) Dowelled JPCP wich Cnished Stone Base arrd AC 
Shoulders. 



00 
N 
N 

DNPSB6 (1) - AAShTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION l - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 
Pavemenc Design Rigid Workshop - NO OVERLAY 
JPCP - Crushed Stone - Dowels - AC shoulder 

RIGID PAVEMENT STRUCTURAL DESIGN 

Effective Modulus of Subgrade Reaction (pci) 
Suboase Type 
Subbase Thickness (inches) 
Pavement Type 
Required Slab Thickness (inches) 
Performance Life (years) 
Allowable 18-kip E3AL Repetitions 

LIFE-CYCLE COSTS ($/SY) 

In tial Constructio~ 
Ma nte~ance 
Savage Value 

Firs Overlay Construction 
Firs Overlay Maintenance 
Firs Overlay Salvage Value 

Second Overlay Construction 
Second Ove1-l2~ Mair1tsnance 
Second Overlay Salvage Va!ue 

Total Net Present Value 

Page 3 

597. 
cs 

6.00 
JPCP 

13.09 
40.0 

49832960. 

42.32 
3.80 

-1.78 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

44.35 

Solution Cl. (Continued) Dowelled JPCP with Crushed Stone Base and 
AC Shoulders. 
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DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 3 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - NO OVERLAY 
JPCP - Permeable AC - Dowels - AC Shoulder 

GENERAL DESIGN INPUT REQUIREMENTS 

Analysis Period (years) 

Discount Rate (percent per year) 

Number of Traffic Lanes (one direction) 

Lane Width (feet) 

Pagel 

40.0 

4.00 

2 

12.0 

Combined Width of Shoulders (feet, one direction) 16. 

ROADBED SOIL RESILIENT MODULI 

Season= 1 2 3 4 
Modulus (psi): 50000. 50000. 5000. 6000. 

Season: 7 8 9 10 
Modulus (psi): 12000. 12000. 12000. 12000. 

DESIGN INPUTS FOR FLEXIBLE AND RIGID PAVEMENTS 

Desired Level of Reliability (percent) 

Design Terminal Serviceability 

Roadbed·Soil Swelling 

Frost Heave 

5 6 
10000. 12000. 

11 12 
12000. 12000. 

95.00 

3.00 

(Not Considered) 

(Not Considered) 

Solution #2. Dowelled JPCP with Permeable AC Base and AC Shoulders. 

DNPS86 (l) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 3 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - NO OVERLAY 
JPCP - Permeable AC - Dowels - AC Shoulder 

RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN INPUTS 

Performance Period for Initial Pavement (years) 

Serviceability Index After Initial Construction 

Traffic 
Growth Rate (percent) 
Type of Growth 
Initial Yearly 18-kip ESAL (both directions) 
Directional Distribution Factor (percent) 
Lare Distr1but1on Factor (percent) 

Overall Standard Deviation (log repetitions) 

Subbase 
Subbase Type 
Thickness (inches) 
Elastic Modulus (psi) 
Unit Cost ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

Portland Cement Concrete Slab 
Type of Construction 
PCC Elastic Modulus (psi) 
Average PCC Modulus of Rupture (psi) 
Unit Cost of PCC ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

Structural Characteristics 
Load Transfer Coefficient 
Drainage Coefficient 
Loss of Support Factor 

Other Construction Related Costs 
Shoulders, If Not Full Strength ($/linear foot) 
Drainage ($/linear foot) 
Mobilization and Other Fixed Costs ($/linear foot) 

Maintenance Cost 
Initial Year Costs Begin to Accrue 
Yearly Increase ($/lane mile/year) 
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40.0 

4.50 

7.40 
COMPOUND 

517388. 
so. 
87. 

.39C 

PE?M AG 
6.00 

75000. 
21.00 

s. 

JPCP 
4200000. 

700. 
70.00 

30. 

3.20 
1.00 

.00 

30.00 
6.00 
1.00 

3.0 
100.00 

Solution 1/2. (Continued) Dowelled JPCP with Permeable AC Base and 
AC Shoulders. 
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DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 3 
Pavement Design Rigjd Workshop - NO OVERLAY 
JPCP - Permeable AC - Dowels - AC Shoulder 

RIGID PAVEMENT STRUCTURAL DESIGN 

Effective Modulus of Subgrade Reaction (pci) 
Subbase Type 
Subbase Thickness (inches) 
Pavement Type 
Required Slab Thickness (inches) 
Performance Life (years) 
Allowable 18-kip ESAL Repetitions 

LIFE-CYCLE COSTS ($/SY) 

Initial Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

First Overlay Construction 
First Overlay Maintenance 
First Overlay Salvage Value 

Second Overlay Construction 
Second Overlay Maintenance 
Second Overlay Salvage Value 

Total Net Present Value 

Page 3 

746. 
PERM AC 

6.00 
JPCP 

12.92 
40.0 

49832960. 

42.51 
3.80 

-1.61 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

44.70 

Solution #2. (Continued) Dowelled JFCP with Permeable AC Base and 
AC Shoulders. 
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4.00 
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Solution 112. (Continued) Serviceability Curve for Dowelled JPCP with Permeable 
AC Base and AC Shoulders. 
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DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 3 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - NO OVERLAY 
JPCP - CTB - Dowels - AC Shoulder 

GENERAL DESIGN INPUT REQUIREMENTS 

Analysis Period (years) 

Discount Rate (percent per year) 

Number of Traffic Lanes (one direction) 

Lane Width (feet) 

Combined Width of Shoulders (feet, one direction) 

ROADBED SOIL RESILIENT MODULI 

Season: 1 2 3 4 5 
Modulus (psi): 50000. 50000. 5000. 6000. 10000. 

Season; 7 8 9 10 11 
Modulus (psi): 12000. 12000. 12000. 12000. 12000. 

DESIGN INPUTS FOR FU:XIBLE AND RIGID PAVEMENTS -

Page 1 

40.0 

4.00 

2 

12.0 

16. 

6 
12000. 

12 
12000. 

Desired Level of Reliability (percent) 95.00 

Design Terminal Serviceability 3.00 

Roadbed Soil Swelling (Not Considered) 

Frost Heave (Not Considered) 

Solution U3. Dowelled JPCP with Cement-Treated Base and AC Shoulders. 

DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 3 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - ND OVERLAY 
JPCP - CTB - Dowels - AC Shoulder 

RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN INPUTS 

Performance Period for Initial Pavement (years) 

Serviceability Index After Initial Construction 

Traffic 
Growth Rate (percent) 
Type of Growth 
Initial Yearly lB-kip ESAL (both directions) 
Directional Distribution Factor (percent) 
Lane Distribution Factor (percent) 

Overall Standard Deviation (log repetitions) 

Subbase 
Subbase Type 
Thickness (inches) 
Elastic Modulus (psi) 
Unit Cost ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

Portland Cement Concrete Slab 
Type of Construction 
PCC Elastic Modulus (psi) 
Average PCC Modulus of Rupture (psi) 
Unit Cost of PCC ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

Structural Characteristics 
Load Transfer Coefficient 
Drainage Coefficient 
Loss of Support Factor 

Other Construction Related Costs 
Shoulders, If Not Full Strength ($/linear foot) 
Drainage ($/linear foot) 
Mobilization and Other Fixed Costs ($/linear foot) 

Maintenance Cost 
Initial Year Costs Begin to Accrue 
Yearly Increase ($/lane mile/year) 

Page 2 

40.0 

4.50 

7.40 
COMPOUND 

517388. 
50. 
87. 

.390 

CTB 
6.00 

1500000. 
30.00 

10. 

JPCP 
4200000. 

700. 
70.00 

30. 

3.20 
1.00 

.00 

30.00 
6.00 
1.00 

3.0 
100.00 

Solution #3. (Continued) Dowelled JPCP with Cement-Treated Base and 
AC Shoulders. 
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DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM ND. 3 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - NO OVERLAY 
JPCP - CTB - Dowels - AC Shoulder 

RIGID PAVEMENT STRUCTURAL DESIGN 

Effective Modulus of Subgrade Reaction (poi) 
Subbase Type 
Subbase Thickness (inches) 
Pavement Type 
Required Slab Thickness (inches) 
Performance Life (years) 
Allowable 18-kip ESAL Repetitions 

LIFE-CYCLE COSTS ($/SY) 

Initial Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Va:!.ue 

First Overlay Construction 
First Overlay Maintenance 
First Overlay Salvage Value 

Second Overlay Construction 
Second Overlay Maintenance 
Second Overlay Salvage Value 

Total Net Present Value 

Page 3 

1234. 
CTB 

6.00 
JPCP 

12.48 
40.0 

49832960. 

43.15 
3.80 

-1.62 

.DO 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

45.33 

Solution #3. (Continued) Dowelled JPCP with Cement-Treated Base and 
AC Shoulders. 
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Solution #3. (Continued) Serviceability Curve for Dowelled JPCP with Cement
Treated Base and AC Shoulders. 
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DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURED PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 6 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - NO OVERLAY 
JPCP - Crushed Stone - No Dowels - AC Shoulder 

GENERAL DESIGN INPUT REQUIREMENTS 

Analysis Period (years) 

Discount Rate (percent per year) 

Number of Traffic Lanes (one direction) 

Lane Width (feet) 

Page 1 

Combined Width of Shoulders (feet, one direction) 

40.0 

4.00 

2 

12.0 

16. 

ROADBED SOIL RESILIENT MODULI 

Season; l 2 3 4 
Modulus (psi): 50000. 50000. 5000. 6000. 

Season; 7 8 9 10 
Modulus (psi): 12000. 12000. 12000. 12000 

DESIGN IN~UTS FOR FLEXIBLE AND RIGID PAVEMENTS 

Desired Level of Reliability (percent) 

Design Terminal Serviceability 

Roadbed Soil Swelling 

Frost Heave 

5 6 
10000. 12000. 

11 12 
12000. 12000. 

95.00 

3.00 

(Not Considered) 

(Not Considered) 

Solution #4. Non-Dowelled JPCP with Crushed Stone Base and AC Shoulders. 

DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 6 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - NO OVERLAY 
JPCP - Crushed Stone - No Dowels - AC Shoulder 

RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN INPUTS 

Performance Period for Initial Pavement (years) 

Serviceability Index After Initial Construction 

Traffic 
Growth Rate (percent) 
Type of Growth 
Initial Yearly 18-kip ESAL (both directions) 
Directional Distribution Factor (percent) 
Lane Distribution Factor (percent) 

Overall Standard Deviation (log repeticions) 

Subbase 
Subbase Type 
Thickness (inches) 
Elascic Modulus (psi) 
Unit Cost ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

Portland Cement Concrete Slab 
Type of Construction 
PCC Elastic Modulus (psi) 
Average PCC Modulus of Rupture (psi) 
Unit Cost of PCC ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

Structural Characteristics 
Load Transfer Coefficient 
Drainage Coefficient 
Loss of Support Factor 

Other Construction Related Costs 
Shoulders, If Not Full Strength ($/linear foot) 
Drainage ($/linear foot) 
Mobilization and Other Fixed Costs ($/linear foot) 

Maintenance Cost 
Initial Year Costs Begin to Accrue 
Yearly Increase ($/lane mile/year) 

Page 2 

40.0 

4.50 

7.40 
COMPOUND 

517388. 
50 .. 
87 . 

. 390 

cs 
6.00 

20000. 
18.00 

30. 

JPC;:> 
4200COO. 

700. 
70.00 

30. 

4.10 
1.00 

.00 

30.00 
6.00 
LOO 

3.0 
100.00 

Solution #4. Non-Dowelled JPCP with Crushed Stone Base and AC Shoulders. 
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DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 6 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - NO OVERLAY 
JPCP - Crushed Stone - No Dowels - AC Shoulder 

RIGID PAVEMENT STRUCTURAL DESIGN 

Effective Modulus of Subgrade Reaction (pci) 
Subbase Type 
Subbase Thickness (inches) 
Pavement Type 
Required Slab Thickness (inches) 
Performan'ce Life (years) 
Allowable 18-kip ESAL Repetitions 

LIFE-CYCLE COSTS ($/SY) 

Initial Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

First Over ay Const:ruction 
First Over ay Maintenance 
First Over ay Salvage Value 

Second Overlay Construction 
Second Overlay Maintenance 
Second Overlay Salvage Value 

Total Net Present Value 

Page 3 

600. 
cs 

6.00 
JPCP 

14.86 
40.0 

49832960. 

45.77 
3.80 

-1.99 

~00 
.00 
.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

47.58 

Solution #4. Non-Dowelled 1PCP with Crushed Stone Base and AC Shoulders. 
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Solution #4. (Continued) Serviceability Curve for the Dowelled 1PCP with Crushed 
Stone Base and AC Shoulders. 
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DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION l - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 
Pavement Design Rigid WorKshop - NO OVERLAY 

Page 1 

JPCP - Crushed Stone - Dowels - Tied PCC Shoulder 

GENERAL DESIGN INPUT RECUIREMENTS 

Analysis Period (years) 

Discount Rate (percent per year) 

Number of Traffic Lanes (one direction) 

Lane Width (feet) 

Combined Width of Shoulders (feet, one direction) 

40.0 

4.00 

2 

12.0 

16. 

ROADBED SOIL RESILIENT MODULI 

Season: l 2 3 4 
Modulus (psi): 50000. 50000. 5000. 6000. 

Season: 7 8 9 10 
Modulus (psi): 12000. 12000. 12000. 12000. 

DESIGN INPUTS FOR FLEXIBLE AND RIGID PAVEMENTS 

Desired Level of Reliability (percent) 

Design Terminal Serviceability 

Roadbed Soil Swelling 

Frost Heave 

5 6 
10000. l2000. 

11 12 
12000. 12000. 

95.00 

3.00 

(Not Considered) 

(Not Considered) 

Solution ff5. Dowelled JPCP with Crushed Stone Base and Tied PCC Shoulders. 

DNPS86 ( 1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRtJCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - NO OVERLAY 
JPCP - Crushed Stone - Dowels - Tied PCC Shoulder 

RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN INPUTS 

Performance Period for Initial Pavement (years) 

Serviceability Index After Initial Construction 

Traffic 
Growth Rate (percent) 
Type of Growth 
Inicial Yearly 18-kip ESAL (both directions) 
Directional Distribution Factor (percent) 
Lane Distribution Factor (percent) 

Overall Standard Deviation (log repetitions) 

'3ubbase 
Subbase Type 
Thickness (inches) 
Elastic Modulus (psi) 
Unit Cost ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

Portland Cement Concrete Slab 
Type of Construction 
PCC Elastic Modulus (psi) 
Average PCC Modulus of Rupture (psi) 
Unit Cost of PCC ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

Structural Characteristics 
Load Transfer Coefficient 
Drainage Coefficient 
Loss of Support Factor 

Other Construction Related Costs 
Shoulders, If Not Full Strength ($/linear foot) 
Drainage ($/linear foot) 
Mobilization and Other Fixed Costs ($/linear foot) 

Maintenance Cost 
Initial Year Costs Begin to Accrue 
Yearly Increase ($/lane mile/year) 

Page 2 

40.0 

4.50 

7.40 
COMPOUND 

517388. 
so. 
87. 

cs 
6.00 

20000. 
18.00 

30. 

JPCP 
4200000. 

700. 
70.00 

30. 

2.50 
1.00 

.00 

40.00 
6.00 
1.00 

3.0 
100.00 

Solution #5. (Continued) Dowelled JPCP with Crushed Stone Base and Tied 
PCC Shoulders. 
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DNPS86 ( 1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PR.OGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 19B6 

PROBLEM NO. 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - NO OVERLAY 
JPCP - Crushed Stone - Dowels - Tied PCC Shoulder 

RIGID PAVEMENT STRUCTURAL DESIGN 

Effective Modulus of Subgrade Reaction (pci) 
Subbase Type 
Subbase Thickness (inches) 
Pavement Type 
Required Slab ThlCKness (inches) 
Performance Life (years) 
Allowable 18-kip ESAL Repetitions 

LIFE-CYCLE COSTS ($/SY) 

Initial Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

First Overlay Construction 
First Overlay Maintenance 
First Overlay Salvage Value 

Second Overlay Construction 
Second Overlay Maintenance 
Second Overlay Salvage Value 

Total Net Present Value 

Page 3 

594. 
cs 

6.00 
JPCP 

11.50 
40.0 

49832960. 

42.98 
3.80 

-1.58 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

45.20 

Solution #5. (Continued) Dowelled JPCP with Crushed Stone Base and Tied 
PCC Shoulders. 
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Solution #5. (Continued) Serviceability Cur,e for the Dowelled JPCP with Crushed 
Stone Base and AC Shoulders. 
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DNPSB6 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION l - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 2 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - AC OVERLAY 
JPCP - Crushed Stone - Dowels - AC shoulder 

GENERAL DESIGN INPUT REQUIREMENTS 

Analysis Period (years) 

Discount Rate (percent per year) 

Number of Traffic Lanes (one direction) 

Lane Width (feet) 

Pagg 1 

40.0 

4.00 

2 

12.0 

Combined Width of Shoulders (feet, one direction) 16. 

ROADBED SOIL RESILIENT MODULI 

Season: l 2 3 4 
Mcdulus (psi): 50000. 50000. 5000. 6000. 

Sea.sen: 7 8 9 10 
Modulus (psi): 12000. 12000. 12000. 12000. 

DESIG~ INPUTS FOR FLEXIBLE AND RIGID PAVEMENTS 

Desired Level of Reliability (percent) 

Design T~rminal Serviceability 

Roadbed Soil Swelling 

Frost Heave 

5 6 
10000. l20CO. 

11 12 
12000. 12000. 

95.00 

3.00 

(Not Considered) 

(Not Considered) 

Solution #6. Dowelled lPCP with Crushed Stone Base, AC Shoulders, and AC 
Overlay. 

DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION~ - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 2 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - AC OVERLAY 
JPCP - Crushed Stone - Dowels - AC shoulder 

RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN INPUTS 

Performance Period for Initial Pavement (years) 

Serviceability Index After Initial Construction 

Traffic 
Growth Rate (percent) 
Type of Growth 
Initial Yearly 18-kip ESAL (both directions) 
Directional Distribution Factor (percent) 
Lane Distribution Factor (percent) 

Overall Standard Deviation (log repetitions) 

Subbase 
Subbase Type 
Thickness (inches) 
Elastic Modulus (psi) 
Unit Cost ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

Portland Cement Concrete Slab 
TYpe of ConstfuctiOn 
PCC Elastic Modulus (psi) 
Average PCC Moculus of Rupture (psi) 
Unit Cost of PCC ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

Structural Characteristics 
Load Transfer Coefficient 
Drainage Coefficient 
Loss of Support Factor 

Other Construction Relaced Costs 
Shoulders, If Not Full Strength ($/linear foot) 
Drainage ($/linear foot) 
Mobilization and Other Fixed Costs ($/linear foot) 

Maintenance Cost 
Initial Year Costs Begin to Accrue 
Yearly Increase ($/lane mile/year) 

Page 2 

20.0 

4.50 

7.40 
COMPOUND 

517388. 
50. 
87 . 

. 390 

cs 
6.00 

2000G. 
18.00 

30. 

JPCP 
4200000. 

700. 
70.00 

30. 

3.20 
1.00 

.00 

30.00 
6.00 
1.00 

3.0 
100.00 

Solution 1/6. (Continued} Dowelled JPCP with Crushed Stone Base, AC Shouldecs, 
and AC Overlay . 
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ONPS86 (l) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 2 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - AC OVERLAY 
JPCP - Crushed Stone - Dowels - AC shoulder 

FLEXIBLE OVERLAY INPUTS 

Performance Period for First Overlay (years) 

Serviceability Index After Overlay Construction 

Overlay Standard Deviation (log repetitions) 

Overlay Characteristics 
Material Type 
Layer Coefficient 
Minimum Thickness (inches) 

Overlay Const~uction Costs and Salvage Value 
Unit Cost ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 
Shoulders, If Different Thar Overlay ($/linear ft) 
Mobilization and Other Fixed Costs ($/linear foot) 

Overlay Maintenance Cost 
Initial Year Cos~s Begin to Accrue 
Yearly Increase ($/lane mile/year) 

Page 3 

20.0 

4.50 

.490 

AC 
.44 

LOO 

58.00 
40. 
.OD 

l.OC 

3.0 
100.0C 

Solution #6. (Concinued) Dowelled JPCP with Crushed Stone·Base, AC Shoulders, 
and AC Overlay. 

DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 2 
Pavement Design Rigid Work3hop - AC OVERLAY 
JPCP - Crushed Stone - Dowels - AC shoulder 

RIGID PAVEMENT STRUCTURAL DESIGN 

Effective Modulus of Subgrade Reaction (pci) 
Subbase Type 
Subbase Thickness (inches) 
Pavement Type 
Required Slab Thickness (inches) 
Performance Life (years) 
Allowable 18-kip ESAL Repetitions 

DESIGN FOR PROJECTED FUTURE OVERLAY(S) 

First Overlay Type 
Requi~ed Thickne5s (inches) 
Performance Life (years) 
Allowable 18-kip ESAL Repecit1ons 

LIFE-CYCLE COSTS ($/SY) 

InitiaL Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

First Overlay Construction 
First Overlay Maintenance 
First Overlay Salvage Value 

Second Overlay Construction 
Second Overlay Maintenance 
Second Overlay Salvage Value 

Total Net Present Value 

Page 4 

589. 
cs 

6.00 
JPCP 

10.48 
20.0 

9639774. 

AC 
l.00 
20.0 

40193180. 

37.25 
l.41 

-l.46 

1.40 
.64 

-.13 

.00 

.00 

.00 

39.10 

Solution 1/6. (Continued) Dowelled JPCP with Crushed Stone Base, AC Shoulders, 
and AC Overlay. 
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DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 1 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - PCC OVERLAY 
JPCP - Crushed Stone - Dowels - AC shoulder 

GENERAL DESIGN INPUT REQUIREMENTS 

Analysis Period (years) 

Discount Rate (percent per year) 

Number of Traffic Lanes (one direction) 

Lane Width (feet) 

Page 1 

Combined W1dth of Shoulders (feet, one direction) 

40.0 

4.00 

2 

12.0 

16. 

ROADBED SOIL RESILIENT MODULI 

Season: l 2 3 4 
Modulus (psi J: 50000. 50000. 5000. 6000. 

Season: 7 8 9 10 
Modulus (psi): 12000. 12000. 12000. 12000. 

DESIGN INPUTS FD~ FLEXIBLE AND RIGID PAVEMENTS 

Desired Level of Reliability (percent) 

Design Terminal Serviceability 

Roadbed Soil Swelling 

5 
10000. 

11 
12000. 

6 
12000. 

12 
12000. 

95.00 

3.00 

(Not Considered) 

Frost Heave (Not Considered) 

Solution #7. Dowelled JPCP with Crushed Stone Base, AC Shoulders, and 
PCC Overlay. 

DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES. PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 1 
Pavement Design Rigid Workshop - PCC OVERLAY 
JPCP - Crushed Stone - Dowels - AC shoulder 

RIGID PAVEMENT DESIGN INPUTS 

Performance Period for Initial Pavement (years) 

Serviceability Index After Initial Construction 

Traffic 
Growth Rate (percent) 
Type of Growth 
Initial Yearly 18-kip ESAL (both directions) 
Directional Distribution Factor (percent) 
Lane Distribution Factor (percent) 

Overall Standard Deviation (log repetitions) 

Subbase 
Subbase Type 
Thickness (inches) 
Elastic Modulus (psi) 
Unit Cost ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

Portland Cement Concrete Slab 
Type of· Construction 
PCC Elastic Modulus (psi) 
Average PCC Modulus of Rupture (psi) 
Unit Cost of PCC ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (percent) 

Structural Characteristics 
Load Transfer Coefficient 
Drainage Coefficient 
Loss of Support Factor 

Other Construction Related Costs 
Shoulders, If Not Full Strength ($/linear foot) 
Drainage ($/linear foot) 
Mobilization and Other Fixed Costs ($/linear foot) 

Maintenance Cost 
In1t1al Year Costs Begin to Accrue 
Yearly Increase ($/lane mile/year) 

Page 2 

20.0 

4.50 

7.40 
COMPOUND 

517388. 
50. 
87. 

.390 

cs 
6.00 

20000. 
18.00 

30. 

JPCP 
4200000. 

700. 
70.00 

30. 

3.20 
1.00 

.00 

30.00 
6.00 
1.00 

3.0 
100.00 

Solution 117. (Continued) Dowelled JPCP with Crushed Stone Base, AC Shoulders, 
and PCC Overlay .. 



DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NE~ PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION l - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. l 
Pavement Design R191d Workshop - PCC OVERLAY 
JPCP - Crushed Stone - Dowels - AC shoulder 

RIGID OVERLAY INPUTS 

Serviceability Index After Overlay Construction 

Overlay Standard Deviation (log repetitions) 

Structural Characteristics and Material Properties 
Rigid Overlay Type 
Minimum ThicKness (inches) 
PCC Elast1c Modulus (psi) 
Average PCC Modulus of Rupture (psi) 
Lead Transfer Coefficient 
Bond Coeff1c1ent 
Drainage Coefficient 
Loss of Support Factor 

Overlay Const~uction Costs and Salvage Value 
Unit Cost of Overlay Material ($/CY) 
Salvage Value (~ar·cent) 
Shoulders, If Different Than Overlay ($/linear ft) 
Mobilization and Other Fixed Costs ($/linear foot) 

Overlay Maintenanee Cost 
Initial Year Costs Begin to Accrue 
Yearly Increase ($/lane mile/year) 

Page 3 

4.50 

.390 

BONDED 
2.00 

4200000. 
690. 
3.20 
1.00 
1.00 

.00 

7C.OO 
30. 

30.CO 
1.00 

3.0 
100.00 

Solution #7. (Continued) Dowelled JPCP with Crushed Stone Base, AC Shoulders, 
and PCC Overlay. 

DNPS86 (1) - AASHTO DESIGN OF NEW PAVEMENT STRUCTURES PROGRAM 
VERSION 1 - SEPTEMBER 1986 

PROBLEM NO. 1 
Pa~ement Design Rigid Workshop - PCC OVERLAY 
JPCP - Crushed Stone - Dowels - AC shoulder 

RIGID PAVEMENT STRUCTURAL DESIGN 

Effective Modulus of Subgrade Reaction (pci) 
Subbase Type 
Subbase Thickness (inches) 
Pavement Type 
Required Slab Thickness (inches) 
Performance Life (years) 
Allowable 18-kip ESAL Repetitions 

DESIGN FOR PROJECTED FUTURE OYERLAY(S) 

First Overlay Type 
Required Thickness (inches) 
Performance Life (years) 
Allowable 18-kip ESAL Repecitions 

LIFE-CYCLE COSTS ($/SY) 

Initial Construction 
Maintenance -
Salvage Value 

First Overlay Construction 
First Overlay Maintenance 
First Overlay Salvage Value 

Second Overlay Construction 
Second Overlay Maintenance 
Second Overlay Salvage Value 

Total Net Present Value 

Page 4 

589. 
cs 

6.00 
JPCP 

10.48 
20.0 

9639774. 

BONDED 
6.29 
20.0 

40193180. 

37.25 
1.41 

-1.46 

10.89 
.64 

-.76 

.00 

.00 

.00 

47.96 

Solution ff7. (Continued) Dowelled JPCP with Crushed Stone Base, AC Shoulders, 
and PCC Overlay. 
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DNPS86 lll No. 

DN1'S8o ( li 

* * * FLEXIBLE PAVD!Ecll' DESIGN INPUT'S * * * 

PERFOPNk\'CS PERICO ?OR INITIAL PAVD!ENI' (Y'"'.:ARS) 

SERVICEABE,I'l'Y INDEX AFTER INITIAL CONS'IR'JCTION 

TRAFFIC 
Growt::i Rate I [)er Cent per year) • . • • • • • 
(S)i.'TI9le or iC)arn;:ound Growth .••...•• 
Initial Yearly 18-,<i.p ESAL (both directions) 
Dir>2cc.:.or-.a.l Di3~ib1_;.ticn Factor i~rce:~l 
La .. "1e :;istribu-:.i.or. ?actor {percent) 
Calc-1lTt:'='Ci ·fut:al 13-kip ESAL D.1.ri.'1g t..'1e 

20.0 

4.50 

4.00 
C 

985500 
50 
90 

Ar.al ys is '?er:i.cd ( i:1 t11.e design. lane) 13205833 

0\/EAALL STA1,TIA."D DEVIATION I LCG IIBPEI'ITIONS) 

* * * ACDIT:O~.L FLE.."C:3LE PAVEMENI' DESIGN INPL'I'S 
A1.'ID ASso::rn.Till CCS'IS 

0.4<l0 

No. 
• • * 

PAVEMENT iAYSR C-iA,'<ACTESISTICS, MATERIAL PROPERTIES & ::OSTS 

Spcfd Layer Elastic Dr<;lin 
~. Descri,:,tion Thick Coef Modulus Coef 

(in.} (psi) 
1 Asohalt o.oo 0.42 350000 1.00 
2 cr;h stone 0.00 0.14 40000 0.80 
j gravel 0.00 0.11 200UO 1.00 
4 a.co 0.00 0 1.00 
5 o.oo 0.00 0 1.00 

OTHER CONSTRUCTION RELATED CCSTS 
Shoulders, If Not Eull Strength ($/linear t:tl 
Drainage ($/linear foot) .•... 
ltbilization and Other Fi.xed Costs ($/li.~ ft) 

MAINI'ENI\NCE COST 
Initial Year ::oscs Begin to Ac=~e 
Yearly Increase ( $/lane mile/year) 

Onit 
Coe~ 

(S/C'l) 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

Sa.iv 
Value 

(%) 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

0 
0.00 

Fl: HELP F2: IMPORI'/STORE F3: ANALY2E/PRINI'/EXIT F4: DISPLAY RESULTS 

Traffic and ~Iaterial Inputs for the Low Traffic Example, R = 50 

DNPS86 (1) 
* * * SOLUI'ION FOR INPUT DATA FILE: pdes * * * 

FIEXIBLE PAVEME:'IT S'IRL'CTLRM. DESIGN 

Performance Life (vrs) 
l8-ki9 ESAL Repetitions 

Layer 
No. 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

Layer 
Description 

Asphalt 
crsh s~one 
gravel 

20.0 
13205820. 

Re--.-ruired 
Thickr.ess 

(incl-es) 
5.30 
4.66 

16.30 

DESIGN FCR PROJECTED FLTLRS OVERLAY ( S ) 

First 
(nooe) 

Seccnd 
(none} 

LIFE CYCLE C03T3 ( $/SY) 

Initial Pavement 
Constructicn 
M3.intenance 
Salvage Value 

First Overlay 
Construction 
M.3.intenance 
Salvage Value 

Second Cverlay 
consL'clcticn 
t'E.i:it2!'.ance 
Sal vo.ge Value 

Net Present Value 

No. 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.oo 

.oo 

.00 

.00 

.oo Q\.·2r~ay 'r'.JP= 
Ree'd Thick (in) 
Pe;f Li:e (yrs) 
18-kip ESAL Re9s P::-ess Any Key to Continue ... 

Thicknesses for the Low- Traffic E:,:.ample, R = 50 



DNPS86 (1) 

~ DNPSa6 (1) 

* * * FLEXIBLE PA~"!' DESIGN INPIJrS 

PERr'URMAf.cE PERIOD FOR INITIAL PAVD!ENI' (YEARS) 

SERVICE.'IBILITY INDEX AFi'ER INITL'\L CONSTRUCTION 

TRA."'FIC 
Growth Rate (percent per year) .•••.•• 
(S)L~ple or (C,ac;our.d Grow'"-..h •••••••• 
Initial Yearlv 18-kio ES."u. (1::x:>th directions) 
Directional Distribution Factor (percent) 
L?.rte Distribution Factor ( oercer:t) .. . 
CalculatE.<l ·l'Qul 18-kie> ESAL During the 

Analysis Per~cd (in t."le design lane) 

OVERALL STi'JIDARD CEVIAI'ION ( I.CG i<EPE'rITcCNS; 

* * * 

20.0 

4.50 

No. 

4.00 
C 

1208200 
50 
90 

16190044 

0.400 

--.J * * * SCLUTICN FCR INPL'T CATA FILE: pdes 
No. 

* * * 

FLEXIBLE PA\IEME,,,T S'IBlX:TL"RAL DESIGN 

P<>..rfcrrrance Life (yrs) 20.0 
18-kip ESAL Rer.,,etition.s 16190'.,20. 

layer 
No. 

Layer 
Oescri:t:tion 

Re:;uired 
Thic!<:ness 

(i..,chesl 
5.47 
4. 79 

16.68 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

Asp1'.alt 
crsh stone 
gravel 

DESIGN FCR PROJECTED FUT!.J'PE OVERLAY (S l 

overlay Ty-i:e 
Rec( d Thick (in) 
Perf Life (vrs) 
18-kip ESAL.Reps 

Firsc 
(none) 

Second 
(none) 

LIFE CYCLE CCS'IS ($/SY) 

Initial Pavement 
ConstrJction .00 
Maintenance .00 
Saivage Value .00 

Fir3t Overlay 
Const:.."Uction .00 
Maintenance .OD 
Salvage Value .00 

Second overlay 
Const:-uction 600 
Maintenance .00 
Sa~vage Value .00 

Net Present Value .00 

Press Any Key to Continue 

~ediurn Traffic Example, R SO 

DNPS86 (1) 

DNPS86 [1) 

FLEXIBLE PAV!J,1ENT DESIGN INPUI'S 

PERFOR!'A'CE PERIOD FOR INITIAL PAVD!ENI' (YEARS) 

SERVICEABILITY INDEX AFI'ER INITIAL CONSTRUCTION 

TRAFFIC 
Growth Rate (percent per year) ••••••• 
(S)imple or (Clani;:cund Grewth ••.....• 
Initial Yearly 18-kip ESAI.. (1::x:>th directions) 
DirectioP.al Distribution Factor (percent) 
Lane Distribution Factor (percent) 
Calculated Total 18-kip ESAL Durir.g the 

Analysis Period (in the design lane) 

OVERALL STANDARD DEVL'\TION (I.CG REPETITIO:Sl 

* * * SOLL'TION FCR INPu'T DATA FILE: pdes 

No. 

20.0 

4.50 

4.00 
C 

1494000 
50 
90 

20019802 

0.400 

F"LEXIBLE PAVE-~Nl' S!RL'CI'u'RAL DESIGN LIFE CYC',.,,E COS'IS ($/SY) 

Perfomance Life (yrs) 
18-kip ESAL Repetitions 

Layer 
No. 

1 
2 
3 
4 
s 

I.ayer 
Description 

Asphalt 
crsh stone 
gravel 

20.0 
20019780. 

Required 
Th.ick.."1.ess 

(inches) 
5.66 
4.94 

17 .07 

DESIGN FOR PROJECTED FUTURE: OVERIAY(S) 

First 
(none) 

Second 
(none) 

Initia1 Pavement 
Construction 
M::lintenan.ce 
Salvage Value 

First Overlay 
Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvai;;e Vake 

Second Overlay 
Const.i..-ucticn 
M3.inte.11ance 
Salvage Value 

Net Present Valu~ 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.oo 

.oo 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

'co Overlay Type 
Req'd Thick. (in) 
Perf 'ife (yrsi 
JS-kip ESAL Reps Pres:.; Any Key to C:Jr.tinu= . . 

High Traffic Example, R 50 

1 



DNPS86 (1) No. 

co 
L,..) 

C1J 

• • • SOLL'TICN FOR INPL'I' Oi\TA FILE: [Xles • • • 
FLEXIBLE PAVEMENI' STRCCI'DRi\L DESIGN 

Perfoma:1ce Life {yrs) 20.0 
18-kip ESAL Repetitions 20019780. 

Layer 
!lb. 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

Layer 
Des=iption 

Aspt--:alt 
crsh stone 
gravel 

Required 
Thick.:-es3 

{inches) 
6.60 
5.63 

18.30 

DESIGN FOR PROu:::C'I""_o FL'I'L'RE OVERLAY(S) 

First Second 
(none; {none) 

LIFE CYCLE CGSTS ($/SY) 

Initial Pavement 
Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

Fi,:-st Overlav 
Constrxtion 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

Second Ove,:-lay 
C::::r1st.:ucticn 
t"'aint.2.nance 
Salvage Value 

Net Present Value 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.GO 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.ao 

.00 

.00 0\.--erlay Ttf:'....e 
Rec·ct Thick (in) 
P~~f Life (yrsJ 
18-kip ESAL Reps ~ess ~,ny i<ey to Continue ..• 

High T~affic Example, R = 85 

DNPS86 (1) 
* * * SOLu'TION EDR INPL'l' DA.TA FILE: pdes * * * 

E'LEXISLE PAVEMENI' STRL'CT'lJ"RAL DES1:GN 

Performmce Life (yrs) 
18-kip ESAL Repetitions 

Layer 
No. 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

Layer 
Description 

Asol'.alt 
crsh stone 
gravel 

20.0 
20019780. 

Required 
Thickness 

(inches) 
7.21 
6.06 

19.82 

DESIGN FOR PROu'ECTED FUTu'RE OVERI.AY(S) 

First 
(none) 

Second 
{none) 

LIFE CiCIE COSTS ($/SY) 

Initial Pavement 
Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

First OVerlay 
Construction 
Mainte..11a.'"'~ce 
Salvage Value 

Seo---..,nd Overlay 
Construction 
1-'aintenance 
Salvage Value 

Net Present Value 

No. 

.oo 

.00 

.oo 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 
;oo 

.00 Overcay Tyre 
Rec( d Thick (in) 
Perf Life (yrs) 
18-kip ESAL Reps Press Any Key ta Continue a a a 

High Traffic, R = 90 

1 

DNPS86 (1) . ... SOLUTION FOR INPUT DA.TA FILE: [Xles * * * 

FLEXIBLE PAVE:1ENI' SlROCI'l;"RAL DESIGN 

po...,:-forrrance Life (yrs) 
18-kip ESAL Repetitions 

Layer Layer 
N::l. Des=iption 

1 Asphalt 
2 crs:: stone 
3 gravel 
4 
5 

20.0 
20019780. 

Required 
Thickness 

{inches) 
7.95 
6.53 

21.00 

DESIGN ECR PROJECTED ?L'TURE CVERIAY ( S) 

First 
OVerlay Type (none) 

Seccnd 
(none) 

LIFE CiCLE CC6TS {S/SY) 

Initial Pavement 
Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

First Overlav 
Cot'.structi;n 
Maint-e.."1ance 
Salvage Val:.1e 

Second Overlay 
Cor.str..1ction 
Mainte..-r;ar .. ce 
Salvage Value 

Net Present Value 

No. 

Req 'd Thick (in) 
fto_rf Life (yr3) 
18-ki.p ESAL Reps Press Any Key to Continue 

DNPS86 (1) High Traffic Example, R = 99 

• * • SCWTION FOR INPL'I' DATA FILE: [Xles * * .. 

FLEXIBLE PAVEMENr STRUCTURAL DESIGN 

Perfornance Life (yrs) 
18-kip ESAL Repetitions 

Layer 
No. 

l 
2 
3 
4 
5 

Laver 
Description 

Asphalt 
crsh stone 
gravel 

20.0 
20019780. 

Required 
Thickness 

{faches) 
8.85 
7 .02 

22.41 

DESIGN FOR PRO.J"ECTED Fun:RE OVERLAY ( S) 

First 
(none) 

Second 
{none) 

LIFE CYCLE CGSTS ($/SY) 

Initial Pavement 
Ccnst...""tlction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

First Overlay 
Cor.struction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

Second OVerlay 
Construction 
Maintenance 
Salvage Value 

Net Present Value 

No. 

.co 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.oo 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.oo 

.oo 

.00 

.oo 

.00 

.oo 

.oo 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.oo Overlay Tyr:e 
Req'd Thick (in) 
Perf Life {vrs) 
18-kip ESAL. Reps Press Any Key to Continue .•• 

High Traffic Example, R = 99.9 



00 
w 
'° 

XP 
.00 

XP 
.00 

XP 
.00 

XP 
.00 

XP 
.00 

Displace.'Tents 

yp ux 
• 00 . OOOE-cOO 

UY 
.OOOE+OO 

uz 
,266E-01 

RESu'I.TS ~!fil.'U FOR Ec.SYMS 

LAYER= 1 z = .05 

Ncrral Straii'1s 

YP EXX ~:! EZZ 
.GO .242E-•:l3 .242E-03 -.305E-03 

P:::-incii;-al Strains 

YP PS 1 PE 2 PE 3 
.uO .242E-03 .242E-03 -~3O5E-O3 

RESu"I;rS ~ENG ?CR ELE.tMS 

LAY~.= J.. z = 5.47 

Nonral Stresses 

yp SJG{ S'lY. s,.z 
.oo .194E+OO .194E+OO -.193E+ol -----

Prir,cipal -- Stresses 

yp PSl PS2 PSJ 
.00 .194E+C·O .194E+OO -.193E+ol 

RESL1LTS ME0J11 FOR EI.EYlv'E 

LAYER= 4 Z = 27.0U 

Shear Strains 

EXf 
.OOOE+OO 

EXZ 
.COOE+OO 

Shear Strains 

PSEl 
.547E-<J3 

PSE2 
.OOOE+OC 

Shear Stresses 

SX'i 
.OOOE+OO 

sxz 
.OOOE+OO 

Shear Stresses 

PSSl 
.l06E+Ol 

PSS2 
.OOOE+oO 

ELSY~5 Solution, Medium Traffic, R = SO 

EYZ 
.OOOE+OO 

PSE3 
.547E-03 

SYZ 
.OOOE+OO 

PSS3 
.106E+Ol 

XP 
.00 

XP 
.00 

XP 
.00 

DisplaeoJTents 

yp ux UY 
.OOOE+OO 

uz 
• 00 • OOOE+OO ~ 

yp 
.oo 

yp 
.00 

XP 
.C-0 

XP 
.oo 

RF.SCI.TS MENU FOR EISYM5 

LAYER= 1 z = .05 

Nornal Strains Shear Strains 

EXX E'YY EZZ EXY EKZ EYZ 
.24ZE-03 .242E-03 -.308E-03 .OCOE+OO .OOOE+OO .OOOE+OO 

P:.--inc:.;a.l -- Strains Shear Strains 

PE l PE 2 PE 3 PSEl PSE2 PSEJ 
.242E-03 .242E-03 -.308E-03 .550E-03 .OOOE+OO .SSOE-03 

RESULTS ME1'D FOR ELS"lM5 

LAYER"' z = 5.30 

Normal Stresses 

,.,. S'.IO{ SYY szz 
.co .193E+00 .19}E+OO -.187E+Ol ----

Prfocipal -- Strcs&:S 

yp PSl PS2 PS3 
.oo .193E+OO .193E+OO -.187E+Ol 

RESULTS MENU FOR ELSYMS 

LAYER= 4 Z = 27.50 

Shear Str2~ses 

SX'l 
.OOOE+OO 

sxz 
.OOOE+OO 

Shear Strssses 

PSSl 
.lOJE+Ol 

PSS2 
.OOOE+OO 

R: 50% - High Traffic 

SYZ 
.COOE+OO 

PSS3 
.l03E+Ol 



I 
I 

I 

(X) 
-i:' 
0 

X? 
.00 

X? 
.co 

XP 
.00 

X? 
.JO 

XP 
.oo 

Displacerents 

yp L'X LY 
.OOOE+00 

uz 
.25?:o-Cl . 00 . OOOE+OO 

PESG'LTS ~lENU FOR EISYl·!S 

LAYER= 1 z = .05 

~r:ra:!. Strains 

yp EXX E'IY EZZ 
.00 .235E-03 .235i::-03 -.295E-03 

?!:'ir:.cipal -- Straii-is 

Y? ?S l PE 2 PE 3 
.oo .235E-03 .235E-03 -.2952-03 

REStJLTS MEIJJ 2-'C!\ 3:.S..t1-15 
--------
LAYE., = 1 z = 3.66 

Normal Stresses 

yp S.<:X SLY S3:3 
.oo .182E-i-G0 . l'l2E+OO -.1.33E+Ol 

Principal -- Stresses 

yp PSl PS2 PS] 
.GO .182E+OO .182E+OO -. l83E+Ql 

RESULTS ME:'iti FCF ELS'..-'MS 

IAYER = 4 z = 27.70 

Shear Strains 

EX'L EXZ 
.OOOE--00 .OQOE+CG 

Shear Strains 

p~i PSE2 
.53CE-03 .OCOE+OO 

Shear Stresses 

SXY sxz 
.OOCE+OO .OOOE+OO 

Shear Stresses 

PSSl PSS2 
.lOOE+Ol .OOOE+OO 

R == 85 % , High Traffic 

EYZ 
.OOOE+OO 

PSE3 
.530E-03 

SiZ 
.OOOE+OO 

PSS3 
.lOOE+Ol 

XP 
.00 

XP 
.oo 

XP 
.00 

XP 
.00 

XP 
.00 

Displacerrents 

yp L'X UY 
.OOOE+OO 

uz 
.233E-Ol .00 .OOOE+OO 

RESULTS MENU FOR EISU-!5 

LAYER= 1 z = .05 

Norr.al Strains 

yp E:<X EYY EZZ 
.oo .201£-03 .201E-03 -.252E-03 

Prir:cipal -- Strains 

yp PE 1 PE 2 PE 3 
.00 .201E-03 .201E-03 -.252£-03 

RESu"LTS MENU FOR ELS'fl,15 

---------------------------
LA'.'Z.'l. = l ry - 6.60 

Norrral Stresses 

yp sxx SI'! szz 
.00 .133E+OO .133E+OO -.l44E+Ol 

Principal -- Stresses 

yp PSl PS2 PS3 
.00 .13JE+OO .13JE+OO -.144E+ol 

RESULTS MENU FOR ELSYMS 
-------
LAYE"' = 4 z = 31.10 

Shear Strains 

EX'£ EXZ 
.OOOE+OO .OOOE+OO 

Shear Strains 

PSEl PSE2 
.453E-03 .OOOE+OO 

Shear Stresses 

SXY sxz 
.OOOE+OO .OOOE+OO 

Shear Stresses 

PSSl PSS2 
• 785E+OO .OOOE+OO 

R = 95 7., Hig!t Traffic 

EYZ 
.OOOE+OO 

PSE3 
.453E-03 

;::;yz 
.OOOE+OO 

PSS3 
• 785E+QO 



o:,' 
+:"' 
I-'' 

XP 
.00 

XP 
.c:o 

XP 
.,:o 

XP 
.00 

XP 
.00 

Displacements 

~'"P ux UY 
.OOOE+OO 

uz 
.205E-Ol .00 .OOOE~oo 

yp 

.00 

yp 

.JO 

Y? 
.00 

yp 
.00 

RESC"'LTS MENC FOR .sr.s~:.'MS 

LAYER= 1 z = .05 

Nonra.l Scr2 :ns 

E:'C( 

.163.C:-;JJ 

Principal 

PE l 
.163E-03 

EYY 
.l6JE-03 

Strai..-1s 

PE 2 
.153E-•J3 

EZZ 
-.2C3E-03 

?E 3 
-.203E-C3 

RESULTS '.-'!E~JU J(jR ELS'":::% 

------------------
LAYER~ l z = 7.JS 

N:ir:ra: Stresses 

sn 
.890E-Ol 

SYY SZZ 
. 89CE--jl -. l09E+:Jl 

Principal -- Stresses 

PSl 
.890E-Ol 

PS2 
.890E-Ol 

PSJ 
-.109E+Ol 

RESULTS l1EJ\1(J FOR ELSYM5 

LAYER= 4 Z := 35.30 

Shear Stra~!'.S 

E-('! 
.occ.::+oo 

EXZ 
.OOOE+OO 

Shear Strair..s 

PSEl 
.366E-03 

PSE2 
.OOOE+OO 

Shear Stresses 

SXY 
.OOOE+JO 

sxz 
.OOOE+OO 

Shear Stresses 

PSSl 
.591E+OO 

PSS2 
.OOOE+OO 

R = 99 % , High Traffic 

EYZ 
.OOOE+OO 

PSE3 
.366E-03 

SYZ 
.OOOE+OO 

PSS3 
.591E+OO 

XP 
.00 

XP 
.00 

XP 
.co 

Displacerrents 

yp ux 
.00 .OOOE+OO 

lJY 
.OOOE+OO 

uz 
.191E-01 

RESULTS MENU FOR EISYJ,f.5 

LAYER= 1 z = .OS 

Normal Strains 

Y? F.:<X E'IY EZZ 
.00 .142E-03 .142E-03 -.177E-03 

PrinciF<!i -- Strains 

Y? PE 1 PE 2 PE 3 
.00 .142E-03 .142E-03 -.177E-03 

RESULTS ME1''U FOR i':LSYMS 

IA.YER :: l z = 8.85 

Shear Strains 

EX'! EXZ EYZ 
.OOOE+OO .OOOE+OO .OOOE+OO 

Shear Strains 

PSEl PSE2 PSE3 
.319E-03 .OOOE+OO .319E-03 

Nor:re.l Stresses Shear Stres:ses 

XP 
.00 

XP 
.00 

yp 
.oo 

yp 

.00 

sxx 
.6:J6E-0l 

SYY 
.596E-Ol 

szz 
-.938E+OO 

Principal -- Stresses 

PSl 
.696E-01 

PS2 
.696E-01 

PS3 
-.938E+OO 

RESUL'I'S MENU FOR ELSYM5 

IA'..."ER = 4 Z = 38.30 

SXY 
.OGOE+OO 

sxz 
.OOOE+OO 

Shear Str%ses 

PSSl 
. 504E+OO 

PSS2 
.OOOE+OO 

R = 99 .'9 % , High Traffic 

SYZ 
.OOOE+OO 

PSS3 
.504E+OO 





NHI Course Noo 13111 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY INSTITUTE 
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

COURSE EVALUATION FORM 

We would appreciate your thoughtful completion of all items on this evaluation 
form. Your comments and constructive suggestions will be carefully studied and 
will be of considerable value in our continuing efforts to improve our course 
presentations. 

Course Title: Pavement Design, Principles and Practice 
Location: 
Date: 
Your Name: opti ona 1) 
Job Title: 
Employer: 

Please circle the number that you feel best indicates the quality or effectiveness 
of the item being evaluated. Circle 1 to indicate the highest rating and circle 
circle 5 for the lowest" Circle O if the item does not apply. 

A. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Course Content 

Were the goals and objectives of the course and each 
class session clearly defined? 
COMMENTS: 

Was the course subject matter consistent with 
the stated objectives: 
COMMENTS: 

Were the course objectives accomplished? 
COMMENTS: 

Has the presentation provided an adequate balance 
between theory and application? 
COMMENTS: 

vg g avg p vp 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

5. Please indicate the topics which should be added or discussed in more detail 
COMMENTS: 

6. Please indicate the topics which should be reduced or omitted. 
COMMENTS: 

842 



B. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

C. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Instructional Material and Facilities 

Were the course text and handouts used effectively 
in the classroom? 

0 

COMMENTS: 

Will the course material serve as a useful reference: 0 
COMMENTS: 

What is your evaluation of class exercises and/or 0 
workshop problems? 
COMMENTS: 

Course Instructors 
A. (Name) 
B. (Name) 

How would you evaluate the instructor's 
apparent familiarity with the subject 
matter? 
COMMENTS: 

How would you evaluate the instructor's 
ability to convey his/her knowledge of 
the subject: 
COMMENTS: 

Was the instructor able to stimulate 
interest in the subject? 
COMMENTS: 

Inst. A. 0 
Inst. B. 0 

Inst. A. 0 
Inst. B. 0 

Inst. A. 0 
Inst. B. 0 

Were participants given adequate opportunity Inst. A. O 
to ask questions and get satisfactory Inst. B. 0 
answers? 
COMMENTS: 
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vg g avg p vp 
1 2 3 4 5 

1 

1 

1 
1 

1 
1 

1 
1 

1 
1 

2 3 4 5 

2 3 4 5 

2 3 4 5 
2 3 4 5 

2 3 4 5 
2 3 4 5 

2 3 4 5 
2 3 4 5 

2 3 4 5 
2 3 4 5 



D. 

1. 

General Observations 

What is your overall assessment of the value and significance of this course to 
you? 

2. Do you believe there is a continuing need for this course? 

3. Do you have any comments or suggestions not already covered? 
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