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Figure 137. Paired t-test comparing section means from all of the profiles 

versus those from profiles taken every 30 m for data collected by Dipstick  
for the positive area index. 
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Figure 138. Paired t-test comparing section means from all of the profiles 

versus those from profiles taken every 30 m for data collected by Dipstick  
for the fill area index. 
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Figure 139. Paired t-test comparing section means from all of the profiles 

versus those from profiles taken every 30 m for data collected by Dipstick  
for the LWP 1.8-m rut depths. 
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Figure 140. Paired t-test comparing section means from all of the profiles  

versus those from profiles taken every 30 m for data collected by Dipstick   
for the LWP 1.8-m rut widths. 
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Figure 141. Paired t-test comparing section means from all of the profiles 

versus those from profiles taken every 30 m for data collected by Dipstick  
for the RWP 1.8-m rut depths. 
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Figure 142. Paired t-test comparing section means from all of the profiles 

versus those from profiles taken every 30 m for data collected by Dipstick  
for the RWP 1.8-m rut widths. 
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Figure 143. Paired t-test comparing section means from all of the profiles 

versus those from profiles taken every 30 m for data collected by Dipstick  
for the LWP wire line rut depths. 

Whole Mean(3.7 m LWP) By All Mean(3.7 m LWP)

0

10

20

30

0 10 20 30
All Mean(3.7 m LWP)

Paired t-Test

Paired t-Test

All Mean(3.7 m LWP) - Whole Mean(3.7 m LWP)
Mean Difference
Std Error
t-Ratio
DF

0.051297
0.018403
2.787479

     812

   Prob > |t|
Prob > t
Prob < t

0.0054
0.0027
0.9973



 207

 

 
Figure 144. Paired t-test comparing section means from all of the profiles 

versus those from profiles taken every 30 m for data collected by Dipstick  
for the LWP wire line rut widths. 
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Figure 145. Paired t-test comparing section means from all of the profiles 

versus those from profiles taken every 30 m for data collected by Dipstick  
for the RWP wire line rut depths. 
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Figure 146. Paired t-test comparing section means from all of the profiles 

versus those from profiles taken every 30 m for data collected by Dipstick  
for the RWP wire line rut widths. 
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APPENDIX D.  
t-TESTS COMPARING VARIOUS PAVEMENT PARAMETERS 

 
 
 
These are the comparisons that were performed in chapter 4.  Figures 147 through 157 provide 
the results of the comparisons of each index for the GPS-1 (HMAC over granular base) section 
means and the GPS-7 (HMAC overlay of PCC) section means.  The top box of each figure 
provides a graphical review of the results.  The middle box provides the results from a t-test for 
comparing means with equal variances at an α-level of 5 percent.  The bottom box provides the 
results of a comparison of the variances between the groups and an ANOVA test in case the 
variances are not equal.  Figures 158 through 168 provide the results of the comparisons of the 
GPS-1 (HMAC over granular base) and GPS-2 (HMAC over stabilized base) sections by surface 
thickness.  Figures 169 through 179 provide the results of the comparisons of granular versus 
stabilized base types for GPS-1 and GPS-2 sections with less than 127 mm of HMAC surface.  
Figures 180 through 190 provide the results of the comparisons of asphalt stabilized bases to 
cement stabilized bases for GPS-1 and GPS-2 sections with less than 127 mm of HMAC surface.  
Figures 191 through 201 provide the results of the comparisons between the freeze (F) zone and 
the no freeze (NF) zone for the GPS-7 test sections.  The bottom half of the upper box of 
numbers provides the results of the t-tests comparing each set of values.  If the value in the table 
is positive, the difference is statistically significant, which means that the data sets are from two 
different populations with a 95 percent level of confidence.  The bottom box provides a 
comparison of the standard deviations.  The column of numbers provided under the heading 
“Prob>F” are the probabilities of getting an F-ratio that large given that the standard deviations 
are the same.  A value of 0.05 or less is statistically significant. 
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Figure 147. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 section means versus 

GPS-7 section means for the negative area index. 
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Figure 148. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 section means versus 

GPS-7 section means for the positive area index. 
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Figure 149. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 section means versus 

GPS-7 section means for the fill area index. 
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Figure 150. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 section means versus 

GPS-7 section means for the LWP 1.8-m rut depths. 
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Figure 151. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 section means versus 

GPS-7 section means for the LWP 1.8-m rut widths. 
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Figure 152. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 section means versus 

GPS-7 section means for the RWP 1.8-m rut depths. 
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Figure 153. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 section means versus 

GPS-7 section means for the RWP 1.8-m rut widths. 
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Figure 154. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 section means versus GPS-7 

section means for the LWP wire line rut depths. 
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Figure 155. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 section means versus GPS-7 

section means for the LWP wire line rut widths. 
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Figure 156. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 section means versus GPS-7 

section means for the RWP wire line rut depths. 
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Figure 157. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 section means versus GPS-7 

section means for the RWP wire line rut widths. 
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Figure 158. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 and GPS-2 section 

means for the negative area index versus surface thickness. 
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Figure 159. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 and GPS-2 section 

means for the positive area index versus surface thickness. 
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Figure 160. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 and GPS-2 section 

means for the fill area index versus surface thickness. 
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Figure 161. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 and GPS-2 section 
means for the LWP 1.8-m rut depths versus surface thickness. 
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Figure 162. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 and GPS-2 section 
means for the LWP 1.8-m rut widths versus surface thickness. 
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Figure 163. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 and GPS-2 section 
means for the RWP 1.8-m rut depths versus surface thickness. 
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Figure 164. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 and GPS-2 section 
means for the RWP 1.8-m rut widths versus surface thickness. 
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Figure 165. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 and GPS-2 section 

means for the LWP wire line rut depths versus surface thickness. 
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Figure 166. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 and GPS-2 section 

means for the LWP wire line rut widths versus surface thickness. 
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Figure 167. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 and GPS-2 section 

means for the RWP wire line rut depths versus surface thickness. 
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Figure 168. Paired t-test comparing GPS-1 and GPS-2 section 

means for the RWP wire line rut widths versus surface thickness. 
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Figure 169. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-1 and GPS-2 

section means for the negative area index versus base type. 
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Figure 170. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-1 and GPS-2 

section means for the positive area index versus base type. 

Pos Area By Base Type

0

10000

20000

30000

40000

50000

Granular Stabiliz

Base Type

Each Pair
Student's t
 0.05

Means Comparisons

Dif=Mean[i]-Mean[j]
Stabiliz
Granular

Stabiliz
    0.00

-3822.08

Granular
 3822.08

    0.00

Alpha= 0.05
Comparisons for each pair using Student's t

t
 1.96330

Abs(Dif)-LSD
Stabiliz
Granular

Stabiliz
-1587.22
 2311.48

Granular
 2311.48
-1429.87

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Tests that the Variances are Equal

Level
Granular
Stabiliz

Count
   398
   323

Std Dev
  9303.69

 11356.66

MeanAbsDif to Mean
 6863.238
 9085.564

MeanAbsDif to Median
 6097.997
 8480.136

Test
O'Brien[.5]
Brown-Forsythe
Levene
Bartlett

F Ratio
   7.5652

  15.0219
  20.7700
  14.2206

DF Num
     1
     1
     1
     1

DF Den
   719
   719
   719

     ?

Prob>F
0.0061
0.0001
<.0001
0.0002

Welch Anova testing Means Equal, allowing Std's Not Equal
F Ratio

  23.6846
t-Test

   4.8667

DF Num
     1

DF Den
619.28

Prob>F
<.0001



 236

 

 
Figure 171. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-1 and GPS-2 

section means for the fill area index versus base type. 
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Figure 172. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-1 and GPS-2 

section means for the LWP 1.8-m rut depths versus base type. 
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Figure 173. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-1 and GPS-2 

section means for the LWP 1.8-m rut widths versus base type. 
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Figure 174. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-1 and GPS-2 

section means for the RWP 1.8-m rut depths versus base type. 
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Figure 175. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-1 and GPS-2 

section means for the RWP 1.8-m rut widths versus base type. 
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Figure 176. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-1 and GPS-2 

section means for the LWP wire line rut depths versus base type. 
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Figure 177. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-1 and GPS-2 

section means for the LWP wire line rut widths versus base type. 
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Figure 178. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-1 and GPS-2 

section means for the RWP wire line rut depths versus base type. 
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Figure 179. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-1 and GPS-2 

section means for the RWP wire line rut widths versus base type. 

RWP 3.7 W By Base Type

0

1000

2000

3000

Granular Stabiliz

Base Type

Each Pair
Student's t

 0.05

Means Comparisons

Dif=Mean[i]-Mean[j]
Granular
Stabiliz

Granular
   0.000

-153.812

Stabiliz
 153.812

   0.000

Alpha= 0.05
Comparisons for each pair using Student's t

t
 1.96330

Abs(Dif)-LSD
Granular
Stabiliz

Granular
-103.720
  44.236

Stabiliz
  44.236

-115.134

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Tests that the Variances are Equal

Level
Granular
Stabiliz

Count
   398
   323

Std Dev
 678.9518
 819.6431

MeanAbsDif to Mean
 553.8407
 650.8271

MeanAbsDif to Median
 540.1784
 622.4799

Test
O'Brien[.5]
Brown-Forsythe
Levene
Bartlett

F Ratio
  15.4851
   4.8177
   8.5867

  12.6841

DF Num
     1
     1
     1
     1

DF Den
   719
   719
   719

     ?

Prob>F
<.0001
0.0285
0.0035
0.0004

Welch Anova testing Means Equal, allowing Std's Not Equal
F Ratio

   7.3060
t-Test

   2.7030

DF Num
     1

DF Den
623.62

Prob>F
0.0071



 245

 

 
 

Figure 180. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-2 section means 
for the negative area index versus base type. 
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Figure 181. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-2 section 

means for the positive area index versus base type. 
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Figure 182. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-2 section means 

for the fill area index versus base type. 
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Figure 183. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-2 section means 

for the LWP 1.8-m rut depths versus base type. 

LWP 1.8 By Base

0

10

20

Asphalt Cement T

Base

Each Pair
Student's t
 0.05

Means Comparisons

Dif=Mean[i]-Mean[j]
Asphalt
Cement T

Asphalt
 0.00000
-1.41554

Cement T
 1.41554
 0.00000

Alpha= 0.05
Comparisons for each pair using Student's t

t
 1.96741

Abs(Dif)-LSD
Asphalt
Cement T

Asphalt
-0.67939
0.592330

Cement T
0.592330
-0.94539

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Tests that the Variances are Equal

Level
Asphalt
Cement T

Count
   213
   110

Std Dev
 3.689110
 3.306122

MeanAbsDif to Mean
 2.920496
 2.606942

MeanAbsDif to Median
 2.835681
 2.418182

Test
O'Brien[.5]
Brown-Forsythe
Levene
Bartlett

F Ratio
   1.1157
   2.1384
   1.5138
   1.6809

DF Num
     1
     1
     1
     1

DF Den
   321
   321
   321

     ?

Prob>F
0.2916
0.1446
0.2195
0.1948

Welch Anova testing Means Equal, allowing Std's Not Equal
F Ratio

  12.2732
t-Test

   3.5033

DF Num
     1

DF Den
242.66

Prob>F
0.0005



 249

 

 
 

Figure 184. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-2 section 
means for the LWP 1.8-m rut widths versus base type. 
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Figure 185. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-2 section means 

for the RWP 1.8-m rut depths versus base type. 
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Figure 186. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-2 section means  
for the RWP 1.8-m rut widths versus base type. 
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Figure 187. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-2 section means 

for the LWP wire line rut depths versus base type. 
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Figure 188. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-2 section means 
for the LWP wire line rut widths versus base type. 
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Figure 189. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-2 section means 

for the RWP wire line rut depths versus base type. 
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Figure 190. Paired t-test comparing thin-surfaced GPS-2 section means 

for the RWP wire line rut widths versus base type. 
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Figure 191. Paired t-test comparing climate for the GPS-7 

section means of the negative area index. 
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Figure 192. Paired t-test comparing climate for the GPS-7 

section means of the positive area index. 
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Figure 193. Paired t-test comparing climate for the GPS-7 

section means of the fill area index. 
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Figure 194. Paired t-test comparing climate for the GPS-7 

section means of the LWP 1.8-m rut depths. 
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Figure 195. Paired t-test comparing climate for the GPS-7 

section means of the LWP 1.8-m rut widths. 
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Figure 196. Paired t-test comparing climate for the GPS-7 

section means of the RWP 1.8-m rut depths. 

 RWP 1.8 By Freeze

0

5

10

15

20

F NF

Freeze

Each Pair
Student's t
 0.05

Means Comparisons

Dif=Mean[i]-Mean[j]
NF
F

NF
 0.00000
-2.41816

F
 2.41816
 0.00000

Alpha= 0.05
Comparisons for each pair using Student's t

t
 1.97363

Abs(Dif)-LSD
NF
F

NF
-1.91485
 0.95704

F
 0.95704
-0.77658

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Tests that the Variances are Equal

Level
F
NF

Count
   152
    25

Std Dev
 3.086071
 5.086911

MeanAbsDif to Mean
 2.201177
 3.878400

MeanAbsDif to Median
 2.019737
 3.640000

Test
O'Brien[.5]
Brown-Forsythe
Levene
Bartlett

F Ratio
   8.2022
   7.3023

  11.1649
  12.8343

DF Num
     1
     1
     1
     1

DF Den
   175
   175
   175

     ?

Prob>F
0.0047
0.0076
0.0010
0.0003

Welch Anova testing Means Equal, allowing Std's Not Equal
F Ratio

   5.3269
t-Test

   2.3080

DF Num
     1

DF Den
26.978

Prob>F
0.0289



 262

 

 
Figure 197. Paired t-test comparing climate for the GPS-7 

section means of the RWP 1.8-m rut widths. 
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Figure 198. Paired t-test comparing climate for the GPS-7 

section means of the LWP wire line rut depths. 
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Figure 199. Paired t-test comparing climate for the GPS-7 

section means of the LWP wire line rut widths. 
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Figure 200. Paired t-test comparing climate for the GPS-7 

section means of the RWP wire line rut depths. 
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Figure 201. Paired t-test comparing climate for the GPS-7 

section means of the RWP wire line rut widths. 
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APPENDIX E.  
COMPARISONS OF TIME-SERIES SLOPES 

 
 
 
The slopes for the time-series data for each test section were determined for each of the indices.  
The distributions of the slopes are provided in figures 202 through 212.  The signs of the slopes 
for each of the indices were compared to the signs for the LWP 1.8-m rut depth.  These results 
are provided in figures 213 through 222.  The top block in each figure is a graphical presentation 
of the results.  The second block is a contingency table that provides a count for each cell in the 
table.  A “-1” indicates a negative slope, a “0” indicates a zero slope, and a “1” indicates a 
positive slope.  The bottom block provides the statistical results for each analysis. 
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Figure 202. Distribution of the time-series slopes for the negative area index. 
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Figure 203. Distribution of the time-series slopes for the positive area index. 
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Figure 204. Distribution of the time-series slopes for the fill area index. 
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Figure 205. Distribution of the time-series slopes for the LWP 1.8-m rut depths. 

 1.8 m LWP

-0.02

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08
0.09

0.11
.001 .01 .05.10 .25 .50 .75 .90.95 .99 .999

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

 Normal Quantile

Quantiles

maximum
 
 
 
quartile
median
quartile
 
 
 
minimum

100.0%
99.5%
97.5%
90.0%
75.0%
50.0%
25.0%
10.0%

2.5%
0.5%
0.0%

0.11460
0.02424
0.00722
0.00288
0.00108
0.00011
-0.0001
-0.0011
-0.0034
-0.0073
-0.0105

Moments

Mean
Std Dev
Std Error Mean
Upper 95% Mean
Lower 95% Mean
N
Sum Weights
Sum
Variance
Skewness
Kurtosis
CV

   0.0009
   0.0053
   0.0002
   0.0013
   0.0005

 793.0000
 793.0000

   0.7114
   0.0000

  14.1308
 274.7799
 594.3052



 272

 

 
Figure 206. Distribution of the time-series slopes for the LWP 1.8-m rut widths. 
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Figure 207. Distribution of the time-series slopes for the RWP 1.8-m rut depths. 
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Figure 208. Distribution of the time-series slopes for the RWP 1.8-m rut widths. 
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Figure 209. Distribution of the time-series slopes for the LWP wire line rut depths. 
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Figure 210. Distribution of the time-series slopes for the LWP wire line rut widths. 
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Figure 211. Distribution of the time-series slopes for the RWP wire line rut depths. 
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Figure 212. Distribution of the time-series slopes for the RWP wire line rut widths. 
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Figure 213. Comparison of the signs of the slopes for the negative  

area index versus those for the LWP 1.8-m rut depths. 
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Figure 214. Comparison of the signs of the slopes for the 

positive area index versus those for the LWP 1.8-m rut depths. 
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Figure 215. Comparison of the signs of the slopes for the  

fill area index versus those for the LWP 1.8-m rut depths. 
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Figure 216. Comparison of the signs of the slopes for the 

LWP 1.8-m rut widths versus those for the LWP 1.8-m rut depths. 
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Figure 217. Comparison of the signs of the slopes for the 

RWP 1.8-m rut depths versus those for the LWP 1.8-m rut depths. 
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Figure 218. Comparison of the signs of the slopes for the 

RWP 1.8-m rut widths versus those for the LWP 1.8-m rut depths. 
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Figure 219. Comparison of the sign of the slopes for the 

LWP wire line rut depths versus those for the LWP 1.8-m rut depths. 
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Figure 220. Comparison of the signs of the slopes for the 

LWP wire line rut widths versus those for the LWP 1.8-m rut depths. 
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Figure 221. Comparison of the signs of the slopes for the 

RWP wire line rut depths versus those for the LWP 1.8-m rut depths. 
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Figure 222. Comparison of the signs of the slopes for the 

RWP wire line rut widths versus those for the LWP 1.8-m rut depths. 
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