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Background 

Incorporating pavement structural and 

functional conditions into a pavement 
management system leads to more successful 
and cost-effective pavement rehabilitation and 
preservation decisions. Current practices using 
falling weight deflectometers (FWDs) are not 
suitable for network-level data collection. Traffic 
speed deflectometers (TSDs) can report 
pavement response and condition data at 
highway speeds and are undergoing trial 
implementation in Texas and throughout the 
country. 

The goals of this project were to analyze and 
validate TSD data for use at the project and 
network levels, and to provide recommendations 
on ways to incorporate TSD data into existing 
Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) 
pavement management systems. Researchers 

proposed procedures that use TSD structural 
data to enhance network- and project-level 
decisions. 

What the Researchers Did 

Researchers performed a literature review 
regarding TSD data methodology, validation, and 
processing. They polled TxDOT districts on how 
TSD data collected in each district were being 
used at the project and network levels. 
Researchers coordinated with TxDOT to 
organize TSD data collection within the Bryan 
District that included nine pavement test 
sections. The TSD calculated deflection indices 

along the test sections were compared to FWD 
deflection data. Lastly, researchers compared the 

pavement structural condition and remaining life 
estimated from FWD and TSD data. 

What They Found 

The literature review indicated that the TSD 
maximum deflection recorded beneath the load 
center was a good indicator of pavement 
structural condition and could be compared to 
the corresponding maximum deflection 
measured by FWDs. The TxDOT survey results 
revealed that in most instances, TSD data were 

used to validate pavement management 
decisions rather than make them.  

The TSD data collected in the Bryan District had 
poor returns on rigid pavement compared to 
flexible pavement. The TSD deflection data 
collected on the test sections showed the same 

trends as FWD data, and the correlation between 
corresponding TSD and FWD sensors was strong 
(Figure 1). The correlation was strongest 
between sensors directly beneath and near the 
load center, but the correlation weakened as the 
sensor distance from the load center increased.  
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W1 (0) 0.80 0.72 0.62 0.43 0.28 0.11 0.02 0.00 0.00 

W2 (12) 0.75 0.74 0.67 0.52 0.36 0.17 0.05 0.01 0.00 

W3 (24) 0.56 0.66 0.71 0.69 0.61 0.43 0.26 0.16 0.09 

W4 (36) 0.32 0.47 0.56 0.65 0.66 0.56 0.43 0.33 0.23 

W5 (48) 0.21 0.34 0.45 0.57 0.62 0.60 0.51 0.43 0.33 

W6 (60) 0.16 0.28 0.38 0.51 0.57 0.57 0.52 0.45 0.37 

W7 (72) 0.17 0.29 0.38 0.50 0.57 0.58 0.53 0.46 0.39 

Figure 1. TSD-FWD Sensor Correlation Matrix. 

TSD and FWD data were used to generate 
pavement remaining life estimates until failure 

by cracking and rutting. The crack remaining life 
estimated by the TSD agreed with the FWD 
results. However, the TSD generally 
overestimated the pavement rut remaining life 
compared to the FWD.  

The deflection comparison results demonstrated 
that the raw deflection indices calculated from 
TSD data can be used to accurately determine 
pavement structural condition. More testing is 
required to generate accurate remaining life 
estimates from TSDs. 

What This Means 

TSDs provide a comprehensive assessment of 
pavement structural condition that is more 
suited to network-level analysis than FWDs do. 
The results of this project show that the TSD 

deflection indices match well with FWD data. 
Therefore, researchers suggest that future TSD 

data collection focus on flexible pavements to 
maximize data returns. Researchers recommend 
that all collected TSD data be categorized in 
accordance with Table 1 to determine 
appropriate TxDOT pavement rehabilitation 
levels. 

Table 1. Rehabilitation Levels from TSD Data. 

Pavement Condition as 
Reported by TSD 

Rehabilitation Level 

Good surface and good 
structural condition 

Preventative 
maintenance or light 
rehabilitation 

Poor surface and good 
structural condition 

Light rehabilitation 

Good surface and poor 
structural condition 

Medium to heavy 
rehabilitation 

Poor surface and poor 
structural condition 

Medium to heavy 
rehabilitation 

https://library.ctr.utexas.edu/

	0-7107: Determine the Feasibility and Methodologies  of Using Structural Data from the Traffic Speed Deflectometer in Network- and Project-Level Treatment Decision Making 
	Background 
	What the Researchers Did 
	What They Found 
	What This Means 
	For More Information 





Accessibility Report





		Filename: 

		Determine the Feasibility and Methodologies_PSR_202408_REM.pdf









		Report created by: 

		



		Organization: 

		







[Enter personal and organization information through the Preferences > Identity dialog.]



Summary



The checker found no problems in this document.





		Needs manual check: 2



		Passed manually: 0



		Failed manually: 0



		Skipped: 1



		Passed: 29



		Failed: 0







Detailed Report





		Document





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Accessibility permission flag		Passed		Accessibility permission flag must be set



		Image-only PDF		Passed		Document is not image-only PDF



		Tagged PDF		Passed		Document is tagged PDF



		Logical Reading Order		Needs manual check		Document structure provides a logical reading order



		Primary language		Passed		Text language is specified



		Title		Passed		Document title is showing in title bar



		Bookmarks		Passed		Bookmarks are present in large documents



		Color contrast		Needs manual check		Document has appropriate color contrast



		Page Content





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged content		Passed		All page content is tagged



		Tagged annotations		Passed		All annotations are tagged



		Tab order		Passed		Tab order is consistent with structure order



		Character encoding		Passed		Reliable character encoding is provided



		Tagged multimedia		Passed		All multimedia objects are tagged



		Screen flicker		Passed		Page will not cause screen flicker



		Scripts		Passed		No inaccessible scripts



		Timed responses		Passed		Page does not require timed responses



		Navigation links		Passed		Navigation links are not repetitive



		Forms





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged form fields		Passed		All form fields are tagged



		Field descriptions		Passed		All form fields have description



		Alternate Text





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Figures alternate text		Passed		Figures require alternate text



		Nested alternate text		Passed		Alternate text that will never be read



		Associated with content		Passed		Alternate text must be associated with some content



		Hides annotation		Passed		Alternate text should not hide annotation



		Other elements alternate text		Passed		Other elements that require alternate text



		Tables





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Rows		Passed		TR must be a child of Table, THead, TBody, or TFoot



		TH and TD		Passed		TH and TD must be children of TR



		Headers		Passed		Tables should have headers



		Regularity		Passed		Tables must contain the same number of columns in each row and rows in each column



		Summary		Skipped		Tables must have a summary



		Lists





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		List items		Passed		LI must be a child of L



		Lbl and LBody		Passed		Lbl and LBody must be children of LI



		Headings





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Appropriate nesting		Passed		Appropriate nesting










Back to Top

