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INTRODUCTION

This final report is the result of an Arizona Transportation Research Center
(ATRC) evaluation of three paving fabrics; Paveprep, Glassgrid, and Tapecoat. The
project was performed in cooperation with the Federal Highways Administration
(FHWA).

Background

Pavement rehabilitation is becoming an increasingly more important issue facing
all levels of highway departments. The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT)
is no exception. ADOT is responsible for more than 5,900 centerline miles of asphalt
concrete (AC) pavement!. In the next 10 to 20 years, the majority of this asphalt
pavement will require major rehabilitation or replacement in order to maintain it's current
level of performance.

A common form of rehabilitation of hot mixed asphalt concrete (HMAC)
pavement is the application of AC overlays. A problem, however, with using overlays
has been the propagation of the original cracks from the pavement through the overlay.
This process is referred to as reflective cracking and often occurs after only 1 or 2
years. Reflective cracking can significantly reduce the performance level of the
pavement in a very short time.

Many different techniques of reducing reflective cracking have been tried.
Among these techniques are the use of stress absorbing membranes, asphalt-rubber
binder, thicker overlays, asphalt additives, and paving fabrics. Some of these methods
can reduce the amount and rate of reflective cracking, but currently there seems to be
no effective method of completely eliminating the propagation of cracks through an AC
overlay to the surface.

Arizona has had some success mitigating reflective cracking with the use of full-
width asphalt rubber stress absorbing membrane interlayers (SAMI). However, in some
cases the existing pavement only has localized distress and it is not economical to
apply a SAMI across the entire pavement. For projects where only portions of the
pavement require treatment, a cost effective means of reducing reflective cracking is
desirable.

Objective

Three paving fabrics; Paveprep, Glassgrid, and Tapecoat, were submitted by
their manufacturers to ADOT's Product Evaluation Program. In June,1987, the Product
Evaluation Committee recommended that the paving fabrics be incorporated into an
experimental project under the supervision of the ATRC. The purpose of the project
was to evaluate the ability of the three paving fabrics to prevent or mitigate reflective
cracking through an AC overlay.



PROJECT LOCATION
Site Determination

There were two asphalt overlay projects scheduled to go to bid in February,
1988 that were proposed as candidate test locations by the Materials section of ADOT.
These projects were S-366-937 near Flagstaff, and RS-274-(8)P in Willcox. The
Willcox project's original pavement had transverse cracks ranging from 0.5 to 1 in. wide
and spaced with some uniformity, generally 100 to 150 ft. apart. About 2/3 of the 20 to
30 cracks observed ran relatively straight across the road. Because of the uniformity of
the cracking, which favored experimental comparison of the products, and the size of
the cracks, this construction project was selected to host the paving fabric experimental
project. The project was situated on SR 186, locally designated as Rex Allen Drive,
from MP 326.44 to 327.48.

Area Description

Willcox is located approximately 160 miles southeast of Phoenix and 70 miles
east of Tucson. The town is in the northern half of the Sulphur Springs Valley in
Cochise county. The project elevation is 4255 ft.. The average daily maximum and
minimum temperatures by month are given in Figure 1. The area receives 11.89 in. of
precipitation a year, with the monthly distribution depicted in Figure 22.

Willcox is a part of a closed basin that has an interior drainage to the Willcox
Playa at the lowest part of the valley. The Willcox area is flat and the soils consist of
unconsolidated alluvium, and poorly and moderately consolidated alluvium. The soils
are highly alkaline.

The Project

Figure 3 is an illustration of the test section portion of the construction project
where the three paving fabrics were placed on transverse cracks prior to overlay
placement. The stations designated in Figure 3 are based on distances measured
along the curb of the north side of the street from the reference station 24+30. Station
24+30 was used as the reference station since surveyors had marked it on the
roadway. The corresponding crack location stations are inconsistent with the actual
construction plans stations for the sake of simplicity in locating and identifying the
cracks at future dates.
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EXISTING SITE DESCRIPTION
The Existing Roadway

The existing roadway was 64 ft. wide, with 2 lanes in each direction and a
center turning lane for most of the project. The only exception is between stations
24+30 and 27+31 which did not have a center turning lane. The average daily traffic
(ADT) is 5768 vehicles/day and consists primarily of passenger vehiclesS.

The existing pavement was constructed in 1971 and consists of 6 in. of cement
treated base (CTB), 5.5 in. of asphalt concrete, and 0.5 in. of asphalt concrete friction
course. The pavement design is illustrated in Figure 4.

iy
BNy
PR
5,0,
Fmgha
By By
wIat
aRen
hrded
e us
e
l'.n': By
e
i)
:H.-%
Hxl
Hul
=
Hu
1
e o]
5
i
=
= M
]
=
U
"
:
s 00
g
s G
= T
g
7
P
el
Pad
Sy »
B
s
Pugk
L]
g
Lo
Pt
s
R
Lo
nl)
ey
S
FEErITAre
>
Bow
A
&

&
%
&
i
Pe
"
o
!
2

o
)
(y
)
o
"
o
=
'y
]
o
]
o
L3
o
"
o
]
Ly
]
o
@
'y
2
¥
)
Ly
]
]
®
o
=
o
]
o
a
Ty
)
'
y
o
=
'y
6
o
=
o
=
o
s
o
=
e
=
Ly
®
Ly
=
Py
=
o
]
=
=
o
=
'y
s
Iy
]
)
a
<
]
o
3
Py
)
o
=
o
=
o,
)
o
™
)
3

Figure 4 Original Pavement Section.
Existing Pavement Performance

Rex Allen Drive was in need for an overlay because the level of roughness and
the amount of cracking was increasing rapidly. The cracking included 0.5 in. wide
transverse cracks with occasional "random cracking" occurring throughout the project.
The term random cracking is used in this report to designate cracking in the form of
small-width longitudinal and alligator cracking, and small-length, small-width linear
cracking either skewed or not skewed in the transverse direction.

Figure 5 shows a typical transverse crack in the pavement. Most of the
transverse cracks had been filled with sealant, but much of the sealant had been
tracked onto the pavement. The cracks had been filled with dirt and small
incompressibles. The portland cement concrete curbs, gutters, and sidewalks in the
vicinity were badly cracked, as shown in Figure 6. It appears as though moisture
intrusion into the subgrade may have increased the severity of the cracking.

Drainage on the road was a problem, and still is. There is no provision for
removing rain water from the street. As such, the water tends to settle along the curbs
and gutters, migrating through cracks and joints into the base and subgrade. Figure 7
illustrates the drainage problem.  Subgrade samples taken during the initial
construction were determined to have a water content of 30.7 percent.



Figure 6 Typical Cracks in the Curb and Sidewalks.



Figure 7 Gutters Filled with Runoff.

EXPERIMENTAL PLAN

With the objective of evaluating the three paving fabrics' field performance at
reducing reflective cracking on Arizona's highway pavements, an experiment was
formulated to compare the three fabrics with each other and with the "do nothing"
alternative. The experiment consisted of treating 32 high severity transverse cracks
with the 4 treatment alternatives; Paveprep, Tapecoat, Glassgrid, and "do nothing".
The "do nothing" treatment will also be referred to as the contral, or the control
treatment, in this report.

Eight replicates of each alternative were selected based on the number of full-
width transverse cracks available. The eight replicates were spread over 8 different
randomly determined locations in the test site, providing a statistical design that blocks
the effect of location variability. Figure 8 shows the conceptual design of the
experiment. The locations of the test cracks were marked with washers set in epoxy on
the nearby curb to facilitate future monitoring and evaluation.

PRODUCT DESCRIPTIONS
The paving fabrics used in this experimental project were Paveprep, Glassgrid,

and Tapecoat. Samples of promotional brochures provided by the manufacturers are
given in APPENDIX A.
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Paveprep is a high density polymerized asphalt mastic sandwiched between two
layers of polyester fabric. Figure 9 is a photograph of the material with a tape measure
labeled every 1 inch. The product is manufactured by International Coating Systems,
Inc. and has previously been known as Prepave and Pre-Pave. Paveprep is 120 mils
thick and is available in rolls of 12 to 42 inches. The product requires the application of
an asphalt cement to bind it to the existing surface. The free-on-board cost of
Paveprep is $9.00 per square yard. Five 20-in. wide rolls, each 102 ft. long, were used
for the experimental project and were supplied free of cost by the manufacturer.

Figure 9 Paveprep Paving Fabric.

Glassgrid is a paving fabric composed of glass fibers bundled into strands which
are held in place by polyester thread. The product is manufactured by Bay Mills
Limited. Figure 10 is a photograph of Glassgrid with a tape measure in inches. The
product's grid structure is the result of weaving the glass fiber strands together.
Glassgrid comes in two different categories; the "detail repair”, and "complete road"
systems. The detail system has double strands and as such has a higher tensile
strength and weight than the single strand complete system. For the Rex Allen Drive
project, the detail system of Glassgrid was used. At the time of construction Glassgrid
cost $2.25 per square yard, but was provided free of charge by the manufacturer.

Tapecoat M-860 is a pre-formed elastomeric resin bound with an adhesive to a
woven polymer fabric. The product is cold-applied and self-adhering. Tapecoat M-860
is manufactured by The Tapecoat Company and is available in 4, 6, and 12 in. wide
rolls 150 ft. long. Figure 11 depicts Tapecoat M-B60 with a tape measure in inches.



Figure 10 Glassgrid Paving Fabric.

Figure 11 Tapecoat Paving Fabric.
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The cost of Tapecoat was dependent on the amount purchased. A carton of
Tapecoat consists of either one 12 in. roll, two 6 in. roles, or three 12 in. rolls, each of
which result in 16.67 square yards of material. Estimated costs at the time of
construction are $5.76 per sq. yd. for 1 to 12 cartons, $4.86 per sq. yd. for 13 to 71
cartons, and $4.14 for more than 71 cartons. For the experimental project, 12 in. wide
rolls were used to treat the transverse cracks, and 4 in. wide rolls were used for the
random crack treatments. The fabric was provided by Tapecoat free of charge.

CONSTRUCTION
The Construction Project

The construction project RS-274-(8)P consisted of removing, furnishing, and
placing asphalt concrete, furnishing and placing pavement reinforcing fabric,
constructing wheel chair ramps, and other incidental work.

The work under the pavement reinforcing item involved placement, with the use
of mechanical equipment, a reinforcing interlayer between the milled surface and the
surface course from station 56+61 to station 79+78. The item included furnishing all of
the equipment, materials, and labor necessary for placing the fabric. The fabric was
specified to be a nonwoven polyester, polypropylene, or polypropylene/nylon material
conforming to the standards shown in Table 1. The contractor chose to use Travira
Spunbound to fulfill this specification.

Weight, Oz,/sq.yd. 3.0t08.0
ASTM Designation: D 1910

Grab Tensile Strength 90 min.
(1-inch grip), Pounds,
ASTM Designation: D 1117

Elongation at Break, % 40 min.
ASTM Designation: D 1117

Fabric Thickness, 30 to 100 mils
ASTM Designation: D 461

Table 1 Specifications for Pavement Reinforcing Fabric.

Specifications required surface preparation and a binder coat of paving grade
asphalt (AC-30). The milled surface was to be open to normal traffic in not more than
72 hours, and the bare reinforcing fabric was specified not to have public traffic other
than turning vehicles. The rate of binder coat application was specified as the range of
0.25 to 0.30 gallons/square yard, with an additional recommendation that the
application rate reduced by 20% at intersections to minimize the chance of developing
a slippage plane.
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The experimental fabric installation specifications called for furnishing and
applying the 3 experimental fabrics to function as interlayers between the milled surface
and a 2-in. AC overlay. The fabrics were supplied by their manufacturers, however the
contractor was responsible for furnishing the equipment, materials, and labor required
to apply these fabrics on the milled surface directly over the selected transverse cracks.

General Construction Procedures

ADOT District 2 provided the contract administration, materials testing and
construction inspection of the construction project, including the experimental project
section. Mr. Noland Durnell was the resident engineer. The construction contract was
awarded to the Ashton Company for $254,815. Rail-H was subcontracted to mill the
pavement. Construction of the project began August 1, 1988, and paving began
August 8, 1988. The bid items with associated quantities and unit prices are included
in APPENDIX B. ADOT special provisions for installing the pavement reinforcing fabric
and the experimental fabrics are given in APPENDIX C. A list of personnel who
observed, inspected, or supervised the project construction is given in APPENDIX D.

A Caterpillar milling machine was used to mill the top 2-in. of the existing
pavement. The milling machine could only mill a 6 ft. wide trench, and as a result it
took from Aug. 1 thru Aug. 5 to completely mill out the roadway. The sequence in
which the milling took place is brought forth in Figure 12.

After milling, a power broom was used to clear the residue and debris left on the
milled surface. Figure 13 is a photograph of the broom used by the contractor. Figure
14 is a photograph of the milled and broomed surface. Due to heavy rains, the
contractor was unable to start paving until August 8, at which time the surface was re-
swept with the power broom.

Paveprep

Eight transverse cracks, crossing 468 ft. of pavement, were treated with
Paveprep. An additional 202' of random cracking was covered with the fabric. Paving
was to be carried out by lane, and likewise so was the fabric treatment. The installation
of Paveprep involved tacking the surface with AC-30, cutting and rolling out the fabric,
and walking across it. The installation took place about 400 ft. ahead of the paving
machine. Figure 15 shows a Paveprep installation.

During the placement of Paveprep there were problems with the fabric not
adhering to the milled surface. Several methods were incorporated in an attempt to
achieve a better bond. First, the contractor applied the binder coat for the entire
overlay at the rate of 0.20 gal./sq. yd., rather than specified 0.25 to 0.30 gal./sqg. yd.,
and then placed the Paveprep. This was not successful in creating a better bond.
Next, the contractor tried to lay the fabric on an AC-30 tack, and then add the binder
coat of AC-30. This strategy had limited success, however, the supplier of the AC-30
did not have a paving wand with a reinforced hose to apply the tack for the Paveprep
placement. Instead, the spray nozzles on the back of the boot truck were turned on
and off as the driver drove over the cracks. This led to problems with adequate
coverage and proper quantities.

12
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Ribbon
Number

Project:

RS-274-(8)P,

Willcox-Bonita, Arizona

West Bound
Driving Lane

West Bound
Passing Lane

Center
Turning Lane

East Bound
Passing Lane

East Bound

Driving Lane

} /
Sta 57+40 LEGEND
Sta 44420 S - Strart
Start Project E : End
Station 24+30 Not To Scale
M.P. 326.44 -
1.04 miles, Rex Allen Drive

<

A

End Project
Station 79+78.5
M.P. 327.48

Figure 12 Milling Sequence.
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Figure 13 Power Broom Used on Project.

Figure 14 Milled Pavement Surface.
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Figure 15 Paveprep Installation on a Transverse Crack.

The boot truck carrying the AC-30 asphalt cement was not able to keep the
asphalt within the desired temperature range of 320° F to 350° F. On the first day of
paving (Aug. 8) the temperature of the AC-30 was recorded at 310° F. For the rest of
the project the temperatures were much lower. On August 10, at approximately noon,
the temperature of the AC-30 was observed at 225° F, and a sample taken from the
end nozzle showed the temperature at 205° F. It was discovered that the level of
asphalt in the truck was below the heating coils, and as a result, that amount of AC-30
could not be heated any further with the equipment that was being used.

During paving, the binder coat was sticking to the tires of the trucks and the
laydown machine. As a result, when this equipment would cross over the paving fabric,
the fabric would be pulled up by the equipment tires. Figures 16 and 17 illustrate
instances where construction traffic had picked up some of the installed fabrics before
placement of the overlay. Also, in some instances the fabric would tend to ball up in
the overlay during compaction because of poor bonding with the existing surface.

After the first day of paving the binder coat for the overlay was changed from
AC-30 to CSS-1 emulsion. CSS-1 is a cold-applied liquid emulsion. Figure 18 shows
the specific locations where the two binder coats were applied. The boot truck with the
AC-30 had been used for tacking the Paveprep and Spunbound. The paving fabrics
did not get picked up on the tires of the construction traffic as frequently when the CSS-
1 was used.

15



Figure 17 Paveprep Picked Up on the Wheels of Paving Machine.
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Problems with installing the Paveprep continued. The fabric continued to slide
under tires due to the improper application of the AC-30 tack. Many different quantities
of AC-30 were tried, but a good bond could not be attained. Hot asphalt concrete was
spread over the fabric to reduce the stress of the tires passing over it, but there was still
no evidence of a bond with the existing surface. Even after setting for two hours, the
fabric was still picked by the paving machine. The paving ski's metal plates caught the
edge of the fabric and rolled it up.

During the later stages of construction it was decided to not use any binder coat
for the overlay (see Figure 18 for locations) in hopes of keeping the paving machine
from picking up the fabric. This proved to be no solution as the Paveprep installations
continued to pull up under construction traffic.

Glassgrid

Eight transverse cracks, crossing 470 ft. of roadway, and 146 ft. of random
cracking were treated with Glassgrid. Glassgrid is self-adhering, and installation
consisted of cutting, laying, and rolling the fabric. A pickup truck with dual tires was
used to roll the fabric. Figure 19 is a photograph of Glassgrid placed on a transverse
crack.

Figure 19 Glassgrid Installed on a Transverse Crack.
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The Glassgrid did not bond well to the existing surface. The boot truck, belly
dump, and paving machine all pulled up the paving fabric. The bond was poorer than
with the Paveprep, and in some instances the fabric was pulled completely off of the
surface. Just a small amount of asphalt cement would cause the fabric to be picked up.
Hot asphalt concrete was spread under equipment tires in an attempt to keep the fabric
from being picked up, but this did little to help.

The bonding problem was thought to be a result of Glassgrid's mesh structure.
Because of this structure there is limited surface area in contact with the existing
surface. A milled surface amplifies this limit. Even after the binder coat was changed
from AC-30 to emulsion, the fabric still picked up. Better results came from completely
eliminating the tack coat, as shown in Figure 20. In an attempt to increase the bond, a
pneumatic roller was employed rather than a pickup truck to roll the fabric. However,
no bonding improvement was noticed.

Figure 20 Glassgrid Placed Without Binder Coat.

Tapecoat

Eight transverse cracks, crossing 472 ft. of roadway, were treated with 12 in.
wide Tapecoat. Also, 98 ft. of random cracks were treated with 4 in. wide Tapecoat,
and 52 ft. of random cracks were treated with 12 in. wide Tapecoat. Refer to Figure 3
for locations. Like Glassgrid, Tapecoat is self-adhering, and as such the installation
required cutting the material, peeling off the backing to expose the adhesive surface,
and rolling the placed fabric. A pickup with dual wheels was used to roll the fabric.
Figures 21 and 22 show 12 in. and 4 in. Tapecoat installations.
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Figure 22 4-in. Tapecoat Placed on Random Cracking.
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As with the other fabrics, the Tapecoat curled up beneath the tires of
construction equipment that had AC-30 tack built up on their tires. The problem
occurred with less frequency than with either the Paveprep or the Glassgrid, and upon
changing the AC-30 binder coat to emulsion the Tapecoat no longer picked up under
tires.

Travira Spunbound

On the east side of the construction project, from stations 56+61 t079+78, a
pavement reinforcing fabric called Travira Spunbound was used. The fabric was laid
covering the full width of the roadway for the full length of the remainder of the project.
The fabric meets ADOT specifications, and is not considered a part of the test section,
however, it's performance was also infermally monitored.

For the installation of the Travira Spunbound, a tack coat of AC-30 was placed
on the existing milled surface at a rate of 0.3 gal./sq. yd.. The fabric was then placed
using a fabric installer that was attached to the loader bucket of a backhoe. Figure 23
is a photo of the fabric being placed on the milled surface. The tack coat was applied
in 12 ft. lanes and placed 6 in. wider than the fabric. Then the fabric was placed 6 in.
wider than the overlay paving passes (i.e. the fabric overlapped into the adjoining
lane(s)). The beginning and ends of the rolls were overlapped 1 ft. and tacked.
Wrinkles in the Travira Spunbound greater than 0.5 in. high were cut and the material
pulled so that it overlapped.

Figure 23 Placement of the Travira Spunbound Fabric.
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HMAC Overlay

The overlay was a 2-in. thick, 0.5-in dense graded hot mix asphalt concrete.
Paving was done with a Barber Greene Paving Machine with a KoCal pickup. The
paving machine is shown in Figure 24. The asphalt concrete was mixed and hauled
from Tucson using belly dump trucks, with the average time of transit being 45 minutes.

Figure 24 The Barber Greene Paving Machine.

Paving began on August 8, 1988, and started on the west bound driving lane at
the east end of the project (sta. 79+78). Figure 25 depicts the entire paving sequence
in terms of daily starting and ending locations. Based on these starting and ending
points, the daily production rates were estimated as follows: 1.44 miles on the first day
(Aug. 8), 1.53 miles on the second day (Aug. 9), 1.55 miles on the third day (Aug. 10),
and 0.68 miles on the last day (Aug. 11).

Compaction of the overlay was achieved by the use of three rollers. First a
vibratory steel roller made three passes. Next a pneumatic roller made two passes.
And finally, a second steel roller performed the finish rolling. Figure 26 shows the
vibratory steel roller, and Figure 27 illustrates the pneumatic roller used on this project.
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Figure 26 Vibratory Steel Roller.

Figure 27 Pneumatic Roller.
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Paving Conditions

Table 2 presents the temperature of the asphalt concrete in relation to the date
and location it was placed. The information is illustrated in Figure 28. Daily weather
conditions during construction are presented in Table 3.

Lot # Date Asphalt Concrete Location Roadway
Temperature (°F) Lane
1 8/8/88 300 29+80 to 27+50 WB DL
1 8/8/88 298 33+50 to 35+10 WB PL
1 8/8/88 280 39+25 to 40+50 WB PL
1 8/8/88 285 43+90 to 45+25 WB PL
2 8/9/88 240 47+75 to 48+90 WB PL
2 8/9/88 270 48+90 to 50+20 WB PL
2 8/9/88 275 61+00 to 62+90 WB PL
2 8/9/88 285 79+79 to 77+40 CTL
2 8/9/88 280 64+40 to 62+60 CTL
2 8/9/88 280 55+50 to 53+85 CTL
2 8/9/88 270 60+90 to 59+50 CTL
2 8/9/88 276 50+10 to 48+85 CTL
2 8/9/88 278 44+15 to 42+80 CTL
3 8/10/88 274 65+50 to 66+75 EB DL
3 8/10/88 280 71+10 to 73+15 EB DL
3 8/10/88 281 71+15 to 69+00 EBPL
3 8/10/88 280 60+00 to 58+60 EBPL
3 8/10/88 282 50+80 to 49+10 EBPL
3 8/10/88 279 43+00 to 41435 EBPL
3 8/10/88 286 55+20 to 53+50 EB DL
3 8/10/88 ‘ 276 46+40 to 44+50 EB DL
4 8/11/88 280 24+30 to 25+40 CTL
4 8/11/88 280 32+00 to 30+50 EBPL

WB: West Bound, EB: East Bound, CTL: Center Turning Lane, DL: Driving Lane.
PL: Passing Lane.

Table 2 Asphalt Concrete Placement Temperatures.
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Date Project Activity Weather

8/1/88 Milling & Pickup Broom Warm & Cloudy

8/2/88 Milling & Brooming in Rain  Cloudy, Rain at 9:30
8/3/88 Milling & Pickup Broom Cool, Heavy Clouds
8/4/88 Milling & Brooming Cloudy, Rain Last Night
8/5/88 Milling & Brooming n/a

8/8/88 Fabric Placement & Paving Hot & Partly Cloudy
8/9/88 Fabric Placement & Paving  Hot & Partly Cloudy
8/10/88 Fabric Placement & Paving Hot & Partly Cloudy

8/11/88 Fabric Placement & Paving Hot & Partly Cloudy

Table 3 Weather Conditions During Construction.

Construction Notes

On the first day of paving (Aug. 8), the three transverse cracks identified as 1A,
1B, and 1C were overlaid without paving fabric on the westbound driving and passing
lanes. This has been noted in Figure 3.

On the next day (Aug. 9), a meeting was held at the construction office with the
resident engineer to discuss the status of the project. Topics of discussion were
focused primarily at the method of cleaning the milled surface, the problems with
placing the paving fabrics, and the binder coat problems. The Glassgrid representative
expressed concerns about the binder coat used for the overlay. The Paveprep
representative was concerned with the low temperature of the AC-30. Based on the
concerns presented and the research interests of the project, the resident engineer
decided to try a section of roadway without any binder coat (refer to Figure 18).

At the end of the third day of paving (Aug. 10), some of the Paveprep and
Tapecoat installations on the eastbound lanes were left exposed to normal traffic.
Rather than damaging the fabrics, the overnight traffic helped to increase the bond of
the fabrics with the milled pavement surface.

The ATRC made several video tapes of the inspection and construction of the
project. These tapes were later combined to produce a final video showing the
construction of the experimental project. The videos are stored at the ATRC library and
are identified in Table 4.
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Video # Description
31 Field Inspection, 9/15/87
51 Milling, 8/1 and 8/2/88;
Fabric Installation & Paving,
8/8 and 8/9/88

52 Fabric Installation & Paving,
8/9 thru 8/11/88

55 Rex Allen Drive,
Final Production

Table 4 Identification Numbers of ATRC Video Tapes of The Project.

MATERIAL CHARACTERISTICS
General

The mix design criteria for the asphalt concrete used for the Rex Allen Drive
project as specified is listed in Table 5. Table 6 lists the specifications for the mix
design grading limits, and Table 7 is the specifications for the mineral aggregate
characteristics. Table 8 is the criteria for verification testing. All of the information in
Tables 5 through 8 is based on 1987 ADOT Standard Specifications and the Special
Provisions of this project.

Test Results

ADOT's Materials section and a private lab conducted the asphalt concrete mix
design verification. Data obtained from these tests are presented in APPENDIX E. All
of the lots except for one were within the specifications for asphalt concrete density.
Table 9 is the log used for asphalt concrete acceptance testing. Figure 29 gives the
locations of the samples used for acceptance testing. Table 10 is the materials log for
acceptance testing. No tests were performed on the paving fabrics to verify the
strength standards claimed by their manufacturers.
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Criteria Requirements (1/2" Mix) Arizona Test

Method
Voids in Mineral 15.5-18.5 815
Aggregate, %,
Range
Effective Voids, 6.0+0.2 815
%, Range
Index of Retained 50 802
Strength %,
Minimum
Wet Strength, psi, 150 802
Minimum
Stability, Pounds, 2000 815
Minimum
Flow, 0.01 inch, 8-16 815
Range
Adsorbed Asphalt, 0-1.0 815
%, Range
Table 5 Mix Design Criteria®.
Sieve Size Percent Passing, Mineral Aggregate
1/2 inch Mix, With Admixture

3/4 inch 100

1/2 inch 90 - 100

3/8 inch 70 -85

No. 8 44 - 52
No. 40 13 -23
No. 200 3.0-75

Table 6 Mix Design Grading Limits?.
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Crushed Faces

Abrasion

AZ Test Method 212

AASHTO T 96

Characteristic Test Method Requirement
Combined Bulk AASHTO T 85 AZ Test 2.35-2.85
Specific Gravity Method 211

Combined Water AASHTO T 85 AZ Test 0.00 - 2.50
Absorption Method 211

Sand Equivalent AASHTO T 176 Minimum 45

Minimum 30%

100 Rev., Max 9%
500 Rev., Max 40%

Note: Abrasion shall be performed separately on samples from
each source of mineral aggregate. All sources shall meet the
requirements for abrasion.

Table 7 Mineral Aggregate Characteristics8.

Property

Allowable Deviation From

Proposed Targets

Limiting Values

Sand Equivalent
Crushed Faces, %
Abrasion: 100 Rev.
500 Rev.
VMA, %
Effective Voids, %
Stability, Pounds
Flow, 0.01 inch

Index of Retained
Strength, %

Wet Strength, psi

-10

+1.5
+1.0

45 Min.
30 Min.
9 Max.
40 Max.
14.5 Min.

1,750 Min.
7-17
45 Min.

140 Min.

Table 8 Verification Testing Criteria®.
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1/2 inch Asphalt Concrete Mix Design Data

3/4" /2" 3/8"  #4 #3  #40 #200 Asph VMA EV VF BD

»m @ ©6 @ 6 @® @ @ © (@0 (1) (12 (13) (14)
1 1 100 93 83 64 49 177 28 53 156 52 669 1427

2 1 - - - - - - - - - - - 1419

1 100 95 87 67 50 15 19 56 173 65 623 1402

2 100 9 78 55 42 15 29 49 148 52 648 1439

5 2 - - - - - - - - - - - 1424

6 2 100 89 76 54 41 14 2.1 52 158 42 734 1424

7 3 100 93 81 63 47 16 36 56 157 39 742 1439

8 3 - - - - - - - - - - - 1442

) 3 100 o4 83 62 47 177 35 51 1562 52 660 1432

10 4 100 94 84 66 49 18 37 55 151 42 72 1438

11 4 - - - - - - - . - - - 1435

12 4 100 o2 81 61 45 15 13 53 152 48 681 1434

Average 100 93 82 61 46 16 27 53 156 49 685 1429
Standard Dev. 0 2 3 5 3 1 09 03 08 08 43 1.1

SN: Sample No.,
EV: Effective Voids,

LN: Lot No., Asph: % Asphalt,
VF: % Voids Filled with Asphalt,

VMA: % Voids in Mineral Aggregate,
BD: Bulk Density in pcf,
Note: Columns 3 through 9 are aggregate gradation data, % passing through different sieve sizes.

Table 9 Asphalt Concrete Log for Acceptance Testing.
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SN Sampled MA Gradation, 1/2" Mix, 1% Admx, % Passing SE FFC
From
3/4" 1/2" 3/8" #8 #40 #200
1 CFB 100 92 82 48 15 2.5 - -
2 CFB 100 91 82 47 14 2.6 - -
3 CFB 100 92 81 46 15 2.5 - -
4 CFB 100 o1 81 48 15 2.9 - -
5 CFB 100 91 81 47 16 2.8 - -
6 CFB 100 AN 80 45 14 3.1 - -
7 CFB 100 92 83 49 16 3.2 - -
8 CFB 100 92 82 47 15 2.8 - -
9 CFB 100 91 81 49 18 3.3 - -
1 SP(CP) - - - - - - 73 80
2 SP(CP) - - - - - - 74 81
3 SP(CP) - - - - - - 57 40
AVG 100 o1 81 47 15 2.9 68 67
SD 0 0.5 0.9 1.3 1.2 0.3 9.5 23.4
SPEC 100 87-99 67-88 42-54 11-25 2.5-8.0 >=45 >=30
SN: Sample No., CFB: Cold Feed Belt, SP: Stock Piles, CP: Calmat Pit,

GP: Granite Pit,

SE: Sand Equivalent,

SD: Standard Deviation,
MA: Mineral Aggregates,

FFC: Crushed Faces,

SPEC: Arizona Specifications,
Admx: Mineral Admixtures.

AVG: Average,

Table 10 Materials Log for Acceptance Testing.
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EVALUATION
First Field Evaluation

On April 11, 1989, the ATRC performed it's first field evaluation of the paving
fabrics experimental project. The location of the original pavement's cracks were
identified, and these areas were inspected for reflective cracking. Crack lengths were
measured on the supposition that they might be an indicator as to how well the fabrics
prevent reflective cracking. Also, in the interest of the fabrics' ability to mitigate the
propagation of reflective cracking, the widths of the cracks were recorded by severity.
Zero to .25 in. wide cracks were considered low severity, .25 to .50 in. cracks were
medium severity, and cracks of width greater than .50 in were considered high severity.

The raw data, presented in an office prepared table, and results from statistical
analyses using the software package SPSS are included as APPENDIX F. A synopsis
of the analyses follows:

A total of 488 ft. of high severity transverse cracks were treated with
Paveprep, 481 ft. of cracks with Glassgrid, 473 ft. with Tapecoat, and
483 ft. of high severity transverse cracks were left untreated to be used
as the control.

The average percent of transverse crack length which reflected through
to the surface for the entire 32 crack population was 69.9% with a
standard deviation of 32.4%.

Of the 8 cracks under consideration that were treated with Paveprep
(Treatment A), the average percent of each transverse crack length
reflected through to the surface was 73.6% with a standard deviation of
29.5%.

Of the 8 cracks that were treated with Glassgrid (Treatment B), the
average percent of each transverse crack length reflected through to the
surface was 58.3% with a standard deviation of 40.0%.

Of the 8 cracks that were treated with Tapecoat (Treatment C), the
average percent of each transverse crack length reflected through to the
surface was 63.3% with a standard deviation of 30.5%.

Of the 8 cracks that were untreated and used as a control (Treatment D),
the average percent of each transverse crack length reflected through to
the surface was 84.6% with a standard deviation of 28.1%.

Statistical comparisons were made based on this information with the average
percentages taken as the response variable. All tests were performed at a 95%
confidence interval. The results are listed below:

The results of an Analysis of Variance (ANOVA), indicated that there

was nho statistical evidence that any one of the Treatments was
performing better than the others.
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In support of the ANOVA results, Duncan's Multiple Range test indicated
that there was no statistically significant difference in any two of the
means of each of the Treatments.

A t-test was performed between each of the products and the untreated
control. The results concurred with the previous tests in that there was
no statistical evidence that any of the paving fabrics were performing any
better than the untreated control in the prevention of reflective crack
propagation.

The performance of the monitored treatments at the time of this first field
evaluation is summarized in Table 11.

% Reflected Observed % Reflected
Product By Number Crack Length By Total Severity
of Cracks (Total, L. ft.) Crack Length
Paveprep 100 371 76 Low
Glassgrid 87.5 291 60 Low
Tapecoat 100 300 63 Low
Control 100 409 85 Low

Table 11 Summary of Product Performance; Field Evaluation #1, April 11, 1989.

Observations of crack severity yielded no apparent difference in any of the
treatments in comparison to the control. All of the paving fabrics appeared to be
equally ineffective in preventing or mitigating reflective cracking at this location, based
on comparisons with the untreated cracks.

Observations were made in the random and longitudinal crack treatment areas.
The 28 ft. long longitudinal crack treated with Paveprep (refer to Figure 3) showed no
sign of reflective cracking. The other Paveprep treated random cracking area between
Arizona Ave. and Mesa Ave. was not evaluated. The Tapecoat treated area between
Bowie Ave. and Arizona Ave. showed approximately 32 ft. out of a potential 216 ft.
reflective cracking. The Glassgrid treated area between Cochise Ave. and Bowie Ave.
showed no apparent reflective cracking.

The evaluation of the Travira Spunbound section was performed by counting
the number of transverse cracks east of the experimental project through the end of the
construction project. The cracks were recorded per tenth of a mile, beginning just east
of the experimental project crack identified as 7D. Travelling east, there were 8 full
width transverse cracks in the first tenth mile, 8 cracks in the second tenth, 9 cracks in
the third tenth, 6 cracks in the fourth tenth, and 0 full width transverse cracks in the fifth
tenth of a mile. All cracks were low severity.
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Second Field Evaluation

The second and final field evaluation of the paving fabric experimental project
was performed by ATRC personnel on May 28 and 29, 1991. Consistent with the first
evaluation, the location of the original cracks in the pavement surface were identified
and inspected for reflective cracking. Crack lengths were measured on the supposition
that they might be an indicator as to how effective the fabrics were in preventing
reflective cracking. Also, in the interest of determining the fabrics' ability to mitigate the
propagation of reflective cracking, the widths of the cracks were recorded in terms of
severity. Cracks of 0 to .25 in. were called low severity, those cracks of .25 to .50 in.
were called medium severity, and cracks of greater than .50 in. were designated high
severity.

The raw data of the field inspection, presented in an office prepared table, and
the results from statistical analyses using the software package SPSS are included as
APPENDIX G. It needs to be noted that for all of the statistical analyses included in the
second evaluation that one of the Paveprep treated cracks was ignored. Station
24+30, where the first Paveprep treated crack is located, was also the beginning station
of the construction project. Visual observation indicated there may be varying
pavement thicknesses at this location. There were no cracks visible on the surface,
which was extremely inconsistent with the other Paveprep installations, and less than
the 8 ft. of cracking recorded during the first field evaluation. As such, it is felt that
there were other factors affecting the propagation of cracks in this area, and that the
data from this location would have been misleading.

Statistical analyses, with crack 1A removed from the data, results in the
following:

A total of 420 lineal feet across the roadway of high severity transverse
cracks were treated with Paveprep, 470 lineal feet across with Glassgrid,
472 lineal feet across with Tapecoat, and 480 lineal feet across the
street were left untreated.

The average percent of transverse crack length which reflected through
to the surface for all of the 31 cracks included in the evaluation was
96.87% with a standard deviation of 7.22%.

Of the 7 cracks under consideration that were treated with Paveprep
(Treatment A), the average percent of each transverse crack length
reflected through to the surface was 98.29% with a standard deviation of
4.54%.

Of the 8 cracks that were treated with Glassgrid (Treatment B), the
average percent of each transverse crack length reflected through to the
surface was 96.00% with a standard deviation of 10.53%.

Of the 8 cracks that were treated with Tapecoat (Treatment C), the

average percent of each transverse crack length reflected through to the
surface was 94.00% with a standard deviation of 8.50%.
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Of the 8 cracks that were used as the control and untreated (Treatment
D), the average percent of each transverse crack length reflected
through to the surface was 99.38% with a standard deviation of 1.77%.

Statistical comparisons were made based on this information with the average
percentages of crack length reflecting through the overlay taken as the response
variable. All tests were performed at a 95% confidence interval. The results are listed
below:

The results of an Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) indicated that there was
no statistical evidence that any of the Treatments had performed any
better that the others.

In support of the ANOVA results, Duncan's Multiple Range test indicated
that there was no statistically significant difference in any two of the
means of each of the Treatments.

A t-test was performed between each of the products with the untreated
control. The results concurred with the previous tests in that there was
no statistical evidence that any of the paving fabrics had performed any
better than the untreated control in the prevention of reflective crack
propagation.

The performance of the monitored treatments, with crack 1A ignored, at the time
of the second field evaluation is summarized in Table 12.

% Reflected Observed % Reflected Severity
Product By Number Crack Length By Total Range
of Cracks (Total, L. ft.) Crack Length
Paveprep 100 413 98 (L) to (M)
Glassgrid 100 454 97 (L) to (M)
Tapecoat 100 444 94 (Lyto(Mto H
Control 100 477 99 (L to M) to (M

Table 12 Summary of Product Performance; Field Evaluation #2, May 29, 1991.

Observations of crack severity yielded no significant difference in any of the
treatments in comparison to the control. All of the paving fabrics appeared to be
equally ineffective in preventing or mitigating reflective cracking at this location, based
on comparisons with the untreated cracks.

Observations were made in the vicinities of the random and longitudinal cracks

treated with Paveprep, Glassgrid, and Tapecoat. The area of paving fabric treatments
contained a significant number of cracks. However, due to imprecision in documenting
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the exact location of the treated random cracks, it is uncertain if these cracks
propagated through the fabric and the AC overlay to the surface.

The evaluation of the Travira Spunbound section was performed by counting
the number of transverse cracks east of the experimental project through the end of the
construction project. The cracks were recorded per tenth of a mile, beginning just east
of the experimental project crack identified as 7D. Travelling east, there were 4 full
width transverse cracks counted in the first tenth mile, 3 cracks in the second tenth, 5
cracks in the third, and 1 full width transverse crack in the fourth tenth of mile. Cracks
in the fifth tenth mile were not counted. Additionally, the number of transverse cracks
which fully crossed the center turning lane of the road were counted. Once again
travelling east, there were 12 transverse cracks across the center lane in the first tenth
mile, 15 in the second, 14 in the third, and 7 transverse cracks across the entire turning
lane in the fourth tenth mile.

Core Samples

Core samples were taken to verify that the cracks visible on the surface of the
experimental project were reflective cracks, and had propagated from the original
pavement through the paving fabric and overlay. The Operating Characteristic method
(OC-method) of obtaining a single sampling plan was used to develop acceptance and
rejection standards for the core samples. The OC-method is presented in Chapter 5 of
Applied Statistical Techniques by Stoodley, Lewis, and Stainton®. A detailed
description of the assumptions made and the procedures followed in developing the
sampling plan are included as APPENDIX H.

The sampling plan was formulated to confirm or deny the validity of the
evaluation of the surface cracks as they related to the performance of the paving
fabrics. To clarify the sampling plan procedure, four definitions will be used in this
report. Acceptance of the sample meant that a significant proportion of the cracks were
reflective and passed through the fabric. This in turn meant that the conclusions drawn
from the evaluation of the surface cracks were applicable to the performance of the
paving fabrics. Rejection of the sample meant that the cracks could not be said to be
reflective and/or did not pass through the paving fabrics. In the rejection case, no
conclusions could be drawn as to the performance of the paving fabrics based on the
evaluation of the surface cracks. An individual core sample with the reflective cracking
was said to be positive. An individual core sample in which either the crack had not
propagated from the original surface, OR, for which the fabric was not in place was said
to be negative.

The results of the OC-method calculations of APPENDIX H led to a positive
sample limit to total sample ratio of 0.6282. In other words, greater than 62.8% of the
sample number would have to be negative in order to reject the entire project. The
sample size was limited primarily by the time involved in taking the core samples.
Therefore, a core sample procedure for the experimental project was created based on
the OC procedure. The procedure provided for two cracks of each of the three fabrics
and the control to be sampled. The core samples have to be taken discreetly, so, had
one of the two samples proved to be positive (i.e. showing reflective cracking through
the paving fabric), that would have been sufficient to accept all of the cracks of that
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particular treatment. The same is the case if both of the samples were positive.
However, if both of the samples proved to be negative (i.e. either showing that the
crack was not reflective or that it did not pass through the fabric), all of the cracks of
that particular treatment would be rejected.

Because of the small sample size, rejection of the cracks of a particular
treatment could only be rationalized under this method if 100% of the 2 core samples
were negative. Because of thig, plans to increase the confidence of the core sampling
were made in advance. Had both of the samples been positive, the test was completed
and the entire population was judged acceptable. Had neither or only one of the
samples proved to be positive, plans were made to then take two additional cores from
cracks of that treatment. Now, considering the positive limit ratio of 0.6282, rejection of
all of the cracks would require 3 or 4 of the four samples be negative. Negative results
for 0, 1, or 2 of the four samples would result in acceptance of that particular treatment.

Important premises made for the plan formulated in APPENDIX H include the
following:

1. Considering the fact that all of the cracks for each treatment were
similar, it was decided that if 4 or more of the 8 cracks of a particular
treatment were reflective cracks passing through the pavement, that
would be enough to allow conclusions to be drawn about the
performance of the paving fabrics based on evaluation of the surface
cracks.

2. If 6 or more of the 8 cracks of a particular treatment were not
reflective and passing through the paving fabric, that would be sufficient
to determine that no conclusions would be able to be drawn regarding
the performance of the paving fabrics based on evaluation of the surface
cracks.

As it turned out, each of the core sample cracks was observed to have began in
the original pavement and propagated through the paving fabric. As such, only two
samples of each treatment were necessary. Figures 30, 31, and 32 demonstrate core
samples with Paveprep, Glassgrid, and Tapecoat in place. The results of the core
sampling confirmed the validity of the results of the field surface crack evaluations.
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Figure 30 Core Sample of Paveprep Treated Crack.

Figure 31 Core Sample of Glassgrid Treated Crack.
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Figure 32 Core Sample of Tapecoat Treated Crack.

Mode of Failure

From the core samples, it was observed that the fabrics had remained intact
over the cracks, and showed no sign of distress. This is reasonable as the moduli of
the fabrics were such that they were acting as "strain-relieving" interlayers, rather than
"reinforcing" interlayers. Button and Lytton define a reinforcing fabric or grid as one in
which the modulus is more than 5 times that of the surrounding asphaltic concrete!!.
The modulus of Glassgrid is reported to be 10,000 psi. The manufacturers of Paveprep
and Tapecoat did not provide the moduli of their product, but it is apparent that they are
much less than that of the AC at this location. Previous laboratory tests have shown
three distinct modes of failure for fabric and grid treated overlay samples. These are
illustrated in Figure 33.

Failure modes | and [ll occur when the material acts as a "strain-relieving" layer.
This is consistent with the results obtained from this experimental project. The fabrics
elastically stretched to accommodate the propagation of the crack. It is unknown
whether the crack propagated up from the fabric to the surface, or down from the
surface to the fabric.
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I
! FABRIC OR GRID

Failure Mode 1: Crack Propagates from
Bottom to Top

| el FABRIC OR GRID

Failure Mode I1: Crack Penetrates to
Fabric Bottom then
Develops Slippage
Plane Below Fabric

: FABRIC OR GRID

failure Mode 111: Crack Propagates to
Fabric Bottom then
Starts Again at Top
of Sample and Pro-
pagates Downward.

Figure 33 Modes of Fabric and Grid Treated Sample Failure1.

Field Evaluation Notes

The means of recording crack length was changed between field evaluations.
Apparently during the first field evaluation, the actual length of the crack was measured
and recorded. This length included any side to side variations in the crack. This
distance was compared with an assumed original crack length, which was at times
greater than the width of the street. For the second field evaluation, only the distance
perpendicularly across the street of the cracks was recorded. This was done because
there was no means of verifying the actual crack length before the overlay was placed.
Also, the configuration of the crack was not initially determined. Measuring across the
street yields a base distance that has remained constant since the construction of the
original pavement and curb and gutter, and this base distance will remain the same for
some time to come.

Photographic comparisons of many of the experimental project cracks are
included as APPENDIX I. The cracks are labelled corresponding to their number-letter
identification as per Figure 3. Photographs labelled (a) were taken during the first field
evaluation, while those labelled (b) were taken during the second evaluation. All
photos were shot from the north side of the street (i.e. looking south). It should be
noted that the photographs were taken at different times of the day.
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Future Considerations

For future evaluations, it should be remembered that the stationing used to
identify the cracks begin at station 24+30 of the construction project, and then are
referenced from measurements taken from the north side of the street on the curb.
Figure 3 and the table included in APPENDIX G has the current locations of the test
cracks recorded in this manner.

CONCLUSIONS
Construction

There were a number of problems with the installation of the paving fabrics. All
three of the fabrics did not bond properly when paving grade asphalt was used as a
binder coat. Also, each of the products suffered problems with snagging on the ski of
the paving machine.

Problems unique to the installation of Paveprep primarily dealt with the tack coat
used to bond the fabric. The distribution of the tack was at times highly variable; too
heavy or too light, and not evenly distributed. Also, the tack was not sufficiently hot.

There were problems with the Glassgrid installation. The fabric did not bond
well to the milled pavement surface, probably because of the presence of fines and the
limited surface area of the adhesive. The fabric was frequently picked up under the
tires of construction equipment.

The only problem exclusive to Tapecoat was with covering irregular cracks. The
4 in. wide Tapecoat was not wide enough to cover some of the cracks that were not
straight.

Performance

Based on the statistical evaluation presented in the EVALUATION of this report,
none of the paving fabrics; Paveprep, Glassgrid, or Tapecoat, showed any evidence of
being effective in the prevention or mitigation of reflective cracking at this location in
Willcox, Arizona. The fabrics were determined to have remained in place on the cracks
by means of the core samples. It was also observed that the cracks on the surface
were reflective and propagated directly through the paving fabrics. The fabrics through
which the cracks propagated showed no sign of distress.

The results of this experiment show that the use of these paving fabrics,
installed in the localized manner as they were, did not have any more value in
improving the overlay performance than did doing nothing. Additionally, it is not
believed that paving fabrics of any type will prevent or mitigate reflective cracking over
pavements with widely spaced transverse cracks due to the thermal properties of
asphalt concrete. This concurs with results of previous studies?.
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Localized use of paving fabrics to reduce reflective cracking is not
recommended. However, based on the experiences of this experimental project,
should an agency desire to conduct it's own application of paving fabrics, the agency
should investigate the selection of adhesive and/or binder coat prior to construction.
These recommendations are not limited to the paving fabrics discussed in this report.

At the end of 5 years (Aug. 1993), the site will be evaluated again to determine
the effects of the paving fabrics on the long term performance of the pavement.
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APPENDIX A Manufacturer Supplied Brochures on Paving
Fabrics
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PavePrep Specifics
HEAT STABILITY
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Imechanical corvaction ovar)

FLAMMABILITY Sall-exdinguishing/NBR (Federa
FMVSS 302)

MNo separalion (27 »x 3" specimen
|B0® bend on 2" mandrel ¢ 0°F)

COLD FLEX

POLYESTER
REINFORCEMEN
EQUIVALENT GLASS
REINFORCEMENT
ELONGATION  100% (instron)
TENSILE STRENGTH

Cyeles o braak® (single libar)
2100000

Cydles o break (smale
fibar}, 30,500

1000 Iba. pear inch width
N, {nstron)

WEIGHT
DENSITY 80 ibafit? (ASTM E 12:70)
CALIFER 0135in +(ASTM DI1777)
ABSORPTION 194 Max (ASTM D517-68)
BRITTLENESS passes (ASTM D517-68)
SOFTENING POINT  200°F {rmin.) (ASTM
D2306.68)

1 95% retained alter loading

] laxing, non-abrading test method (detals
an recuest)

Widths: 12" - 20% - 36" - 42" (norvstandard widths

avallable on requast)

Holl Lengths: 48' - 102°

08 Ibsh®

THE PAVEPREP SYSTEM |5 PROTECTED 8Y LS PATENT NG 4417839

Fiber Flexure Testing
Unit

A-2

Further detailed technical

information, sample and prices
are avallable from:

Wast Sales Office

Midwest Sales Office

East Sales Ofice

4606 Wyrnn Road

Las Vegas Mavada
B9103
702-362-4

1-800-367-3938

106 May Drve
Harrson, Ohio
45030

513-367-6540
1-800-544-7737

Fax. (1)-513-367-6643
141 Cantral Avenue
Westheld, NJ

a7oeo

1012334444
1-800-233.7737

Fax: (1)-201-233-4215
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~ NeWGLASGRID

STOPS CRACKS
IN THEIR TRACKS!

INNOVATIVE NEW PAVEMENT REINFORCEMENT
STRONGER THAN STEEL SHARPLY REDUCES
PAVING AND MAINTENANCE COSTS

Toadwoy sthout GLASGRID
ook beopk g thirouah 1o surfine

Hondway with GLASGRID

Crock preveritid from bk ing throagh bo surfooe

= = o |

GLASGRID mesh, an engineemnd product from Hay Mills, offers @ proven
solution to the major problem of pavement crmcking due to load and thermal
offects, Glasgrid cffectively changes the fundamental mode of crack
propagation, [See illustration). When placed betwesn the old pavement and
new asphalt conemste overlay, CLASGRID disperses crack development, thus
reducing crack break-through to the surface,

The secrel of GLASGRID Hes in glass Ober, which Is strongar than steel,
fabricated into & unigue grid structare and protected with a speclal coating
developed by Hay Mills Lid. Ench strand of the high modulus glass {iber (s
ancopsulated in the conting which provides intimate bonding with the
underlying pavemont and permits utilisation of the potential strepgth inherent
ingloss fiber High tensile GLASGRID significantly increases the load capucity
of asphaltic overlavs

Properly applied GLASGRID effectively mduces the need for repalr and
maintenance and can gignificantly reduce the frequeney of overlaying
pavement. In many applications, GLASGRID will permit the use of thinner
overlays with corresponding cost savings.

Let a Bay Mills representative show vou how 1o reduce reflective cracking snd
save money, Call or write

e
9
MIDLANTESALES OFFICE

277 Linkoshiom Rd. K., Suite 400)
Chakville, Ontaria L) G1a

Tinlvrphiome (410 B2 0600
Tethion s CHME - 2450

o e parh it e
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! GLASGRID*
D3 PAVEMENT REINFORCEMENT

APPLICATIONS

GLASGRID glass (iber umsh 1% designed to reinfores asphalt conerete n\mrlnyn in pavement construction, Whon
placed betwern an exdsting pavernt suenoe and asphalt overlay, GLASGRID will mduce hoth thermal and stress
eracks breaking thirough the overlay to the surface, GLASGRID will also improve the structural copacity of asphalt
conereln overliavs,

GLASGRIN's prrformance can lead to significant sconomies in bath construction materials and malntenance costs.

MECHANICAL CHARACTERISTICS PRODUCT SPECIFICATIONS

INSTALLATION PROCEDURE

*Tonsilo Sewgth Roll Longth up 1o 200 m
Acrnss Widdth 100 KN/ Roll Widih up o 4.0 m
Avross Lenglh S0 kN/m Widghi 200 8/mi
Modulus of Elasticity - 69,000,000 kP Muturial Class fiber with
(10,000,000 psi) maidifiod asphialt coating
{lolour Hlack

b inal it Loy bowt i fivron s 04 i -
e, fthprins gt et 0 tirid Sizo 25 mm x 2.5 mm

GLASGRIN mesh can by installed on flexible pavements (asphalt concrato) and vigid pavements {portland cement
coneretn) using conventional paving procedures, However, GLASGRID mesh should net bo usod an stracturally
unsound pavements.

SURFACE PREPARATION Perform any mwedinl work such as base repates, crack sealing, pothole filling,
lovelling course application, ete. that normally would be done during aspholt concrete overay construction.
Clean the prvement to be einforced thoroughly to remove uny delsterions material,
TACK-COAT APPLICATION A uniform application of CRS-1 aruulsifiod asphalt must b applisd in advance of
GLASGRID placemoent, Recommendod emulsion application mibes vary {rom

Tight Rich Surfaces - (1,20 1/m?

Old Opon Surfoces - 0.50 1/m?
GLASGRID INSTALLATION GLASGRID can be applivd mnually or with srechandeil squiprent imoiedlataly
aftir the Sndtid “set” of the tack coat. Pavers and trucks gan begln normal oporations whon the emulsifiod tack
voat has completely “sot!” GLASGRIT mesh must be fiemly bonded 1o the existing pavement;

Inatallation 1o the sume as for Mexible pavermints except et o levelling course of asphaltic concrate (minlmuam
25 imm] must be placed prior o the tack coat wod GLASGRID GLASGRID s elective whon it becomes
encapsilatisd o the matrlx to be relnforced

RECOMMENDED ASPHALT CONCRETE OVERLAY
THICKNESS TO REDUCE REFLECTIVE CRACKING

S L ARG byt Mghatnened Tameberpiuneke of Dy S0 Lanrt fted
Tt ikl 0

CONVENTIONAL PROCEDURES PROCEDURE USING GLASGRID®*
1. Flexible Pavomont a.mmvumm 1 Ploxible Pavemont | 2, Rigid
Ttk voal e Tk cont
Wtk bebeaen vty GLASCRIL,
thicknoss 73 mm Miiifium avorlay
ol wgihaltic i ks - 40 min
nnfite 1 of aapehidthe conomety

STOPS CRACKS IN THEIR TRACKS!

T asiaronsmt iy v ook et v hen o oo oormsntassael f o o bt 4nd oer beimo e o s i
arantntin, Feenpl sl o s 10 b st o spmaE ennel s of 1w no wWistanty 0 LA e
scgutvmct) on deop Lol b owinibes pegan d g 1 }ulrhum.nu ol oy eroib ek wino the n\nnmrrﬂnc wil
Diantse gy e Doewni ] wnnan dmnbeed . Thves susiny oo minichy il paanntiod ull vish o { \i’llll It
viwee Wbyl Soood g etadiaed Bierodi (o bin b comitrvisd o § (st o b o 1
Luibriongge iy it
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i A8 i pre-form e sell thanng
3l Iha (e i) { [+ 1 e i e
i i I iy 1 it alasiorme 1
3 (Ve by 4 } ' lancs hi
] ] astic s Tim thal ¢ ect
T i} WA [ 1
T apw al N Gl =t I | appledg 0
ol dirt, a ither & f
amj aiching malanal, TC M-E
placed on the surface and ahall extend al loas) der 1han
the matenal The primear should be allowed 1 ir o the
louch before applying Tapecoal M-8
Packaged i carlons as lollows: 3 rolls 4" % 160" 2 rolls B" % 160

rall— 12 x 150’ Additional widths up 1o 24" wide avallalile upon request
PROPERTY VALUE TEST METHOO
Thickness (65" Noming
Water Vapor Transmession 001 parma (grans/sq.n ASTM E-95
Rate, Parmeance hr.fin, Hg) Maximum Mathod B
Tenaile Strength 50 b An. Minimum ASTM D-882
Modified lor 1% Opening
Puncture Resstance 2 Minimi A W E-154
(Masr
Pliability-1 /4" Mandrad No cracks in mesh ASTM D-146
160" band -30°F of adhesive

Final Anpiat
—Coaling

1 reguiredd)
—Reintorcement

Adhanive

~Crignal Pavement

Company

0N OF TC MANUFACTUSING CO., NG
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APPENDIX B Bid ltem Quantities and Unit Prices
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£$250=5850-1 e ARIZONA NEPATTMENT 3T TRANSPORTATION CPASE..2
BIVISION OF HIGHWAYS DATEE 05/05/45
AGREZNENT SSTIWATE &
ESTIVATE YO PROGRESS AND EINAL FAYMENT REPORT
BROJECT MA: o SECTIGN: o)
T T ToLnnE: “A IJ0D
Swapemun Tan Sepgan . o
17T NG, ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT  pLANS REVISEN UNTT SRITE . ACCUM OTY_  ACCUM AMT _ PERCENTAGE
- e g ofe Yo oo de o e deh el e B Rl e b Bk ol Ve i d ek AT 6 b ok o s "**tﬁ'******i“‘**kﬁﬁ****l‘* Tt e i o ok ok o ok T LS £ 2.8 3 3 “‘.“*t.*"* Re oo g ol
~ 2020C2 REVOVAL JF ASPHALTIC CONMCRETE  S0.Y¥D. 37,220 37,220 .85
PAVEVENT £31+5637.00 $31,637.00
20800017 C FURNTSH O WATER “SUPPLY rTsuMT SRS Bl 1 57169307 -
$5,153.00 £5,169.00
~ 4060034 A3PHMALT CEMENT (AC-30) (FOR TON 199 199 150.03
S V2 T 13 £'3 $29;85C.00""""$79; 356500
“Enune TrTarTenys TronocanT -an 2 5 &o,00
o , 324000 $260.00
4040116 APPLY BITUMINOUS TACK COAT HOUR, 16 16 125.00
5$24000.00 $2.+000.00
— /AD401AT " PROVI S TONAL-SEAC—TDAT TON 12- 12 200500
$2,400.00 $2+400.00
4040136 APPLY PROVISIONAL SEAL COAT HOUR 4 4 85500
$350.00 3350.00
040163 BLOTTER MATERIAL TON 37 37 10.00
-4 t $370.00 $370.00
004 SPHALT MCRETE (1/2% MIX)  TON 3,868 3,868 25.00
~ALE0O A IC CONCRETE (1/ $96, 700.00 $94,700.00
. |
~—40E002% MTNTAT KDMTXTURE TFOR I7 2% TON 72 72 BO00
~408002 "§x, $54760.00 £5+760.00
95 PAVEMENT REINFORCEMENT FASRIZ  50.YD. 1516450 154450 1,00
—%060931 RE L 3153450700 5127480200
gos PAVEMENT REINFORCEMENT FABRIC  L.ST. 3,000 3,000 .72
~HOE0IE El $77100.00 $22100.00
721000 TENENCE TECTION OF  SLSUM 212250 21250 1.00
~7at0001 TRINITHANCE AND PROTEC ° $31,55R.00 1214%50.00
T 7”4(‘”(’3”“”1’5\’ MENT MERRTHE {WHITE LeFT. Exfalslel 3.000 « 20
HOT-SPRAYED TH:;“IOPLASTIC)(DoD +602.00 5600.00
Bunprn PAVERENT MAOKING (YELLIW oFT. 139650 13,450 .22
- hanene Y IRoRAYED THERMOPLASTIOITDTT— $21690.00 $25530700
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DAYEMTNT MvaARK

ANS

UNT PLANS
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720
$300.00

€...3
£: 04/05/88

- ACCUM QTY_ ACCUM AMT_ __ PERCENTAGE_.
T TS

L s oo R e e B e o e o =

PAVEMENT MARKIN

5
$448.00

‘M%NT MARKINGy

4
$430.00

;AVEMENT MARKERs RAISEDs TYPE

FUECTRICAT CONDUIT (3™ {PVLY

PULL BOX (ND.

£d

MOBILIZATION

$8,421.00

32
$20,800.00

$2544815.00

$.00
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C§28mmpora1 _ » ARTZJNA DTPACTMENT O TRANMSPOITATION PAGS . &4
C e DIVISION 98 HIGHWAYS DATE: 04
. LEREEMENT ESTIMATE [
ESTIMZTE NO: PROGRZSS AND EINAL DAYMENT REPQORT
PROJECT ND: es 274~ { 8) TION: 52 I e e .
......... _.85 276 L - 23 A%,
TEAIMING (CONSTRUCTION PROJ; -
ITEM M7, ITEM DISCPIPTION UNTT PLANS L REVISED __ UNIT PPICE_ _ ACCUM OTY. ACCUM AMT_ __ PEPCENTAGE
e e b e N LR AR o R R R I R TR gl R G SV i e LA TR R T EE LR NS 52T RPN e e e e kS L TR 3 LA L E Y 3 Y ET AL L 2 2 33
9230001 POIVIDE TRAINSES WITH §oyuR 200 200 .89
DN~THEZgD® TRAIRING $160.00 $169.00

TOTALS: $16C.00 $160.00 $.00

R




APPENDIX C ADOT Special Provisions for Fabric Installation
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The Minimum Index c¢cf Retzined Strencth shzll e
inch mix.

Absorbed asthalt shzll be 0-1.0 percent Ior 1/2
in acceordance with Arizona Test Methed £13.
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12/22/787 Special Provisions
AG/3g/1g I-10-6-923 & RS-274(8)P
406-2 Asphaltic Concrete Mix Design Criteria: mix design

criteria for effective wvoids in Table 406-1 o©f the
Standard Specifications is revised to read:

Arizona
Criteria Regquirements Test
172" Mix ietncd
Effective Voids,
Percent, Range ) 6.0 + 0.2 815
406~3.02 Mineral Aggregate: Table 406-3 of the Standard

Specifications 1s modified to add:
The Combined Bulk Specific Gravity shall be 2.35 to 2.85.
The Combined Water Absorption shall be 0 to 2.50.

406-3.02 Mineral Aggregate: Note 2 of Table 406-3 of the Standard
Specifications 1is revised to read:

Abrasion shall be performed separately on samples from each source

of mineral aggregate. All sources shall meet the reguirements for
abrasion
406-3.02 Minerzl Aggregate: of the Standard Specifications 1is

modified to add:
For comparative purpcses, quantities shown in the bidding schedule
have been calculated based on the following data:

1/2" Mix
Unit Weight, Pounds per Cubic Foot 147
Percent, Asphalt Cement 5.0
Percent, Mineral Admixture 2.0
406-3.04 Bituminous Material: of the Stancdard Specifications 1s
mocified to add:
The grade of bituminous material to be used shall be AC-30.
406-56 Verification Testing: Table 406-6 of the Standard
Specifications is modified to add
The limiting wvalue for the Index of Retzined Strencgith shall be 45.
* Note: The 1limiting wvalue for 1Index of Retained Strengtn
cshould be 3 less than Index of Retained Strength



12722787 Special Provisiong
AG/3g/1lg 1-10-6-923 & RrRS-274(3)p

406-6 Verification Testing: effective voids 1in Table 406-6 of
the Standard Specifications is revised to read:

The allcowabie deviation from proposal targets for effective voids

shall be +1.0 percent. The requirement for limiting value for

effective voids is hereby deleted.

ITEM 4060951 - PAVEMENT REINFORCING FABRIC

Description:

The work under this 1item consists of furnishing all egquipment,
materials, labor, and placing by use of mechanical equipment,
between Sta. 56+31.32 to 79+78.5, a reinforcing 1interlayer between
the milled surface and the surfacing course in accordance with the
detalls shown on the project plans, these special provisions, and as
directed by the Engineer.

Pavement reinforcing fabric shall be nonwoven poclyester,
polypropylene, or polypropylene/nylon materials conforming to the
following when tested in conformance with the listed ASTM
Designation:

Weight, 0Oz,/sqg. yd., 3.0 to 8.0
ASTM Designation: D 1910

Grab Tensile Strength 90 min.
(l-inch grip), Pounds, :
ASTM Designation: D 1117

Elongation at Break, Percent, 40 min.
ASTM Designation: 4 1117

Fabric Thickness, AST) 30 to 100 mils
Designation: D 461

Pavement reinforcing fabric shall be accompanied with a Certificate
0of Compliance conforming to the provisions in Section 106.05 of the
Standard Specifications

The fabric sheall be protected from exposure to ultraviolet rays and
shall be kept dry until placed

Construction Reguirements:

Surface preparation shall inveclve cleaning the milled surface Iree
of milling dust, dirt and moisture by methods approved Dby the
Engineer,

Prior to the placement o¢f the reinforcing fairic, the milled and
cliezned surface shall receive a binder ceat consisting £
approximately 0.25 - 0.30 of a gallon per sguare vyard of paving
grade zsvhalt (AC-30). The exact rate of application will Dbe
determined by the Zngineser.

©-3 Sheet 32 o0f 57



;2/22/787 Special Provisions
AG/33/13 I-10-5-923 & RS-274(8)P
The reinforcing fabric (in tcrlaye ) shall be unro.led and spread
uniformly cirectly by the echanical means cn the coated surrface.
Transverse joints shall be overlapped a minimum of 12 1inches, and
the longitudinal joints shall be overlapped a minimum of 3 inches,
and the lap Jjoints shall be sealed with an applicaticn ©f binder
coat The rate of application shall be as specifiied above.

Fabric placement on the milled surface and subsecuent ppli cation of
the overlay shall be accomplished by the end of each shift. Milling
operation shall not commence until notification of an approved AC
mix design 1is received and in no case shall the milied surface be
open to normal traffic longer than 72 hours before application of
the fabric and subsequent overlay are initiated.

Fabric Laydown Eguipment:

Mechanical laydown equipment shall be capable of handling full rolls
of fabric, and shall be capable of laying the fabric smoothly,

without excessive wrinkles and/or folds that 1lap. The «test for
lapping shall be made by gathering together the (fabric 1in a
wrinkle. If the height of the doubled portion of extra fabric 1is
1/2 inch or more, the fabric shall be cut to remove the wrinkle,
then lapped 1in the direction of paving. When manual laydown 1is
required, a length of standard one-inch pipe, together with suitable
rcll tension devices, shall be used. The fabric shall be unrolled,
stretched, aligned and placed in increments of approximately 30 feet

Application of Binder Coat:

The binder <coat must bDe uniform spray applied at the specified
rate. Quantity specified will vary with the condition ¢f the milled
surface, but will normally be applied at the rate of 0.25 to 0.30
gallons per sguare yard of residuzl asphzalt

4 major intersections or other arsas where venicular speed changess
and turning movements occur, it is recommended that the Dbinder coat
application be reduced Dby approximaetely 20% (0.20 to 0.25 callcns
per sguare varc) tO minimize the chance of & sligpage plane
geveloping Thne exszct locaticn of these arezs will be zs speciiied
by the Engineer. Care shall Dbe taken to avoid iracking bpinder
materizl onto the 9pavement reinfcrcing fabric or distorting the
fabric. I necessary exposed Dpinder material shall be .covered
lightly with sand,.

C-4
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12722787 Special Provision,
AG/3g9/19 1-10-6-%23 & RS-274(3:3p
Traffic:

Only necessary construction equipment shall be allowed on the fabric
until the application of the asphalt concrete overiay and

subseguently copening to normal :traffic. Public traffic shall not be
allowed on the bare reinforcing fabric, except that publis cCcross
traffic shall be allowed to cross the fabric, quer traffic controi,
after the contractor has placed a small guantity ©f asphalt concrete

over the fabric. Construction equipment turning movements as well
as sudden stops/starts on the fabric should be minimized.

Method of Measurement:
Measurement will be made by the sguare yard of fabric placed.
Basis of Pavement:

The accepted quantities of fabric placed, measured as provided
above, will be paid for at the contract unitc price per square yard,
which price shall be full compensation for the work, complete 1ir
place, 2s specified and described herein and as shown on the plans.

No measurement or additional compensation will be made for cleaning
the milled asphaltic concrete surface or furnishing and applying the
binder coat, the cost being considered as included in the cost of
ITEM 4060931

ITEM 40609855 - PAVEMENT REINFORCING FABRIC (INSTALLATION):

The work under this item consists of furnishing and applying three
a2xperimental pavement reinforcing fabrics wnich will function =23
interlayers between the milled surface and two inch AC inlsay to
control refleciion cracking. These <{abrics will bz supplied by
thelr respective manufacturers for experimentzl use and the wWOrK
shall consist of furnishing the eguipment, materials and lebor
reguired in applying these Zabrics bpetween Sta 24-20 &nd 55+33.32,
to the milled surface direcily cver &the exiscting =transverse cracks
in &ccordance with the details shown on the project plans, these
speciel provisions, and as directed by the EZngineer,

Surface grepczraticn shell involve cleaning the milled surface frese
of milling dust, <irt and moisture by mezhods and eguipment approvead
Dy “he Engineer prior to the application cof =211 pavement reiniorcing

C-5



,2/22/87 Special Provisions
AG/3g/1g 1-10-6-923 & RS-274(8)P

Approximately 1,000 linear feet of ‘'Paveprep' will be supplied by

the manufacturer. The material 1s a high density asphalt mastic
sancdwiched between two layers of polyester fabric. The material
will be delivered to the jobsite in rolls that hold 102 feet ©0f the
20 inch wide fabric. A tack coat of AC-30 paving grade aschalt
shall be applied at the approximate rate of 0.10 gallons per sguare
vard prior to applying the fabric. A distributor or motorized tar
kettle, both eqguipped with a hand held wand are acceptable for the
tack coat application. The width of the tacking should be the

material width (20 inches) plus 3 to 4 inches and shall be applied
no further in advance of the fabric placement than c¢an be
accomplished without 1loss of the tack coat adhesion. The tacking
coverage should span the meandering cracks as evenly as possible so
as to insure acdhesion of the fabric edges.

No special equipment 1is needed for handling the fabric rolls. A
steel bar or pipe can be inserted through the core for easy take-off
or simply rolled along the crack manually. It should be unrolled so
that the corners naturally turn down since it makes no difference
which side of the fabric contacts the tacked surface. Where
transverse and longitudinal <cracks meet, or when splices are
regquired, the fabric may be butted as neatly as possible by cutting
with rszor knives. Cornering can be accomplished without

sectioning, if desired, by walking fabric to a point where gathering
occurs, slicing out the bubble and tacking the overlap.

Approximately 1,000 1linear feet of ‘'Tape Coat' M-860 will be
suprlied by the manufacturer and delivered to the jobsite in rolls
12 inches wide that contain 150 fest of the fabric This material
shall be applied to the cleaned surface in a manner similar to theat
recommended by ‘'Paveprep' except theat no tack coat is required since
the fabric is a cold applied and self adhering pressure sensitive
materizl. The rolls have an easily removable plastic releass Iilm
that protects the elastomeric resins <from contaminatio oricr to
zpplication. The manufacturer recommends applying roiling pressure
cfter placement to sccelerate bonding.
Apoproximately 1,000 linear feet of 'Glas Grid' will be supplied by
the manufacturer and delivered to the jobsits in 5 foot wide rolls.
This fabric does not reguire a tack coat since it is a seli adhering
material, although the manufacturer recommends utilizing & &tractor
mcunted placement apparatus to achieve best results. The fzbric
shall pe smooth and free of wrinkles and overlaps and shell Dbe Dbut:
spliced, where required. Bonding shall be accomplished through the
use 0f a rubber-tired roller.
zpproximately 1,000 linear feet o©of pavement Ccracks will be
designated <for control purpcses and will not receive a Zfzbric
application The placement locations for each experimental £abric
and those wused £for control purpcses shall be as desicgnated and
recorced by the EZngineer

<6 Sheet 35 of 37
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APPENDIX D Project Construction Attendance



APPENDIX D
Project Construction Observers

The following persons were present during construction
of the project:

Timothy Wolfe, Arizona Transportation Research Center
Guy Clerc, Project Supervisor, Safford Construction
Jon Woostencroft, Bay Mills Ltd.

Walter Zavitz, Tapecoat Company

Bruce Christianson, Paveprep Corporation

Gary Bowen, Contractor

Bob Sinohui, Inspector



APPENDIX E Asphalt Concrete Mix Design Verification



MATERIALS SECTION

f01290(

PROJECT NUMBER:" I- 1@ ~6-92 CONTRACTOR: ASHTON COMPANY MIX TYPE: ADOT 1/2"
ORIGINATING LAE: W.T.I. TUCSON DESIGN LABE NO: 88-313AR START DATE: @&/27/88&

AGG. # i & 3 4 ¥, &
TYPE BIN #3 BEIN #2 BIN #1
SOURCE C 1255 C 1255 C 1255
% USE 2S.@ 27. @ 48. @

TYRE SOURCE , FERCENT 5F. GR.
ASFHALT CEMENT: AC-3@ CHEVRON-RICHMOND S 4 1. @22
ADMIXTURE ¢ TYPE 11 RILLITO 2. 0@ 3. 14
GRADATION (%4 FASSING)
SIEVE GRAD. W/0 GRAD. W/ VERIFICATION CONTRACTORS GRADATION
SIZE ADMIXTURE ADMIXTURE BAND W/0 ADMIX. TARGET W/ AD. EAND W/ AD.
1.5 IN. ioa iea laa laa
1 IN. 189 1@a 1aa 1aa
374 IN. ioa 1o@ 1@ loa 1o
172 IN. 98 98 94 - 108 97 Se - 1@
378 IN. 78 78 73 - 79 76 7@ -~ 865
174 IN. &9 6@ 6d
#4 Se2 53 56
#8 44 45 44 -~ 48 47 S 44 - 5E
#la 4z 43 44
#16 34 35 36
#ia 24 25 2o
#4@ 18 2@ 14 - 18 18 13 - 23
#50 11 13 iz
#10@ 4 S) 5
#2008 2. 2 4.1 f.2 - 2.2 3.6 .0 - 7.5

AGGREGATE FROFERTIES: % ABRASION AT 16@ REV. 4 S0@ REV. 19
SAND EQUIVALENT 68 % CRUSHED FACES 6@

ra
4}
~J
48]

SPECIFIC GRAVITIES: 0.D. COARSE Z.56@ 0.D. FINE 2.58% 0.D. COMEINED 2.
COMEINED WATER ARSORFTION: 1.32%

MIX PROFPERTIES ADOT VERIFICATION CONTRACTORS SPECIFICATION
TO BE VERIFIED RESULT RBAND RESULT REQUIREMENT
STARILITY 2875 175@ + 2410 ZouR +
FLOW 9 7 - 17 a8 8 - 1o

VMR 15. 4 15.7 - 18.7 17.¢& 15.5 - 18.9
AIR VOIDS 3.9 4.9 - 6.9 5.9 5.8 - 6.2
RETAINED STRENGTH 67 45+ 53 Se o+

WET STRENGTH 287 146 + 323 15 +

OTHER MIX FROFERTIES:

ASFHALT AESORFTION Q.34 % MAXIMUM DENSITY 149.8 #/FT“E» ‘AT J-4 A,QSFHZ7A.
BULK DENSITY 143.3 #/F7"3 % VOIDS FILLED 74.7 EFF. QSFHQLT G <l
FILM THICKNESS 12 MICRONS

REMARKS ON DESIGN JULARPROVED. RY
THIS DESIGN ALSO FDR FROJECT RS-274(8)F.
DESIGN FAILED VERIFICATION CRITERIA WITH LOW AIR IS 3 O
VOIDS AND VHA. TIPS o RS A Lt

E-1 T DES-V-



FRIVATE LAER MIX DESIGN TARULATION

DESIGN LAB # 88-313 DATE @6/29/88 ORIGINATING LAR: W.T.I. TUCSDN
MIX TYPE ADOT i/2¢ FROJECT NUMBER: 1-1@-6-923

GRADATION TARGETS-- % PASSING

SIEVE W/0_ADMIX W/ ADMIX
1.5 IN. 10@ io@
1IN 10@ 1e2
3/4 1IN, 1o@ 100
1/2 IN. 97 97
3/8 IN. 76 76
174 IN, 59 6@
#4 55 56
#8 46 47
#10 43 44
#16 35 36
#30 23 25
#4@ 16 18
#50 10 12
#10@ 3 5
#200 1.7 3.6

DESIGN INFORMATION

ADMIXTURE: TYRE Il SOURCE: RILLITO PERCENT : 2. QA
ASFHALT: AC-Z@ S0URCE: CHEVRON-RICHMOND SPECIFIC GRAVITY: 1.@18

AGGREGATE: SAND EQUIVALENT 6! LO0OSS FROM ABRASION: 10@ REV 4%  S@@ REV 21%
CRUSHED FRCES 5z

0.D. 8F. GR.: COARSE 2,583 FINE 2.3591 COMBINED

ABSORPTION: WRATER 1.17% ASFHALT @. 37+

I

. 532

MIX: % ASPHALT 5.4 BULK DENSITY 141.7 #/F7T73 STARILITY 2418 FLOW 8
VMR 17.2% AIR VOIDS 5.9% RETAINED STRENGTH S53.@% WET STRENGTH 323 PSI

MAXIMUM THEORETICAL DENSITY I8 158.6 #/FT73 AT 5.4 % ASPHALT

REMRRKS: THIS DESIGN ALS0O FOR FROJECT RS-274(8)F.

RN B A T T T T
IR LRI I!_.;]H“L-‘ {‘-Htll:"'.”i“..‘



TEST RESULTS FOR ADOT 1/2" MIX DESIGN; LAH # B8~-313A . FROJECT NUMEER: I-18-6-923
AGGREGATE BAMM ES:

LAB § TYPE FROM DATE . SOURCE 1%~ 374 3/8% . #4 $8 Bl #40 §100 4200
84-313  BIN #3 BIN #6/22/88 C 1255 109.6 106.¢ 18.¢ 2.6 1,6 @.¢ 6.6 0.0° 0.08
Aa-312  BIN 42 BIN 06/22/88 C 1235 108,80 168,80 93.0 6.8 2.6 0.4 0.4 0.4 B.40
88-311  BIN &1 BIN @6/2c/88 C 1255 100.6 100.0 103.¢ 99.6- 96.6 7.8 37.¢° 8.6 4,00
B8-3186  5/8°  STOCKPILE 86/22/68 [ 1255 108.0 166,86 27.0 2.8 8.4 G4 @4 Q.4 B.40
88-369  3/8®  STOCKPILE gh/22/88 C 1255 100.6 100.6 9%2.8 7.8 1.8 .6 1.6 1.6 6.80
88-388  WINES STOCKPILE 06/22/88 C 1250 100.8 100.0 108.0 97.8 B4.0 62.8 £9.0 4.0 1.70
AGBREGATE SOURCES:

SOURCE NO: C 1235 DESCRIPTIDN: INDUSTRIAL ASPH.§ 66

SPRECIFIC GRAVITY TEST(S):

TEST 4 TYPE  SOURCE WO, 0D 5P, GR, 85D SP. GR.  WATER ABSORPTION  USED IN DESIGN?

1 FINE C 1255 2,585 2.614 1,89 % YES

1 COARSE [ 1235 2. 568 2. 500 1,55 % YES

MARSHALL. TESTS:

TEST 4  METHOD  DATE % ASPHALT  #ADHIX BULK DENSITY STARILITY FLOW VMR VDIDS  USED IN DESIGN?
{ MECH  86/38/88 5.4 2.8 143.9 2938 9 15,4 3.9 ]

2 HAND  @6/30/88 5.4 2.8 145.2 3274 12 14.6 3.e NO

3 WECH  ©7/81/88 9.4 2.0 143.9 2875 9 15.4 3.9 YES
RICE TESTS: (WITHOUT ADMIXTURE)
TEST ¢  DATE % ASPHALT  MAXIMUM DENSITY  EFFECTIVE SP. 6R.  USED IN DESIGN?

1 87/11/88 6.0 148.6 2. 687 NO

2 @1/12/88 6.0 148.9 2,595 YES

IMMERSION COMFRESSION TESTS:
TEST ¢  DATE % LOAD  HMARSH. % OF MARSH. DRY  WET RETAINED  USED IN DESIGN?

ASPHALT DENSITY DENSITY STR.  STR. STR. %
1 87/07/88 G.4 2156 1439 95! 428 287 61.1 YES
V}‘M\; g, .//- ;"_-“ B Ad
A LT T LA




APPENDIX F Data and SPSS Analysis for Field Evaluation 1
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APPENDIX G Data and SPSS Anélysis for Field Evaluation 2



IDENTIFICATION ~ LOCATION INFORMATION =~ DISTANCE FROM
PREVIOUS ~ ROAD  ORIGINAL =~ CHACK APPARENT  CHACK  ALLIGATOR
WIDTH(f)  CBACK(f) LENGTH()  BEFLECTED  SEVERITY  CHACKING

WASHER
SEQ# CRACKID STATION HNonh South
1 1A 24430 No No
2 iB 25400 No No
3 iC 25444 No No
4 1D 27497 No No
5 2A 28480 Yes No
6 2B 29+86 No No
7 2C 31407 Yes Yes
8 2D 31.+85 No Yes
9 3A 32489 No Yes
10 3B 33475 Yes Yes
11 3C 34448 Yes Yes
12 3D 35451 Yes Yes
13 4A 36457 Yes Yes
14 4B 37+81 Yes Yeos
15 4C 38+35 No No
16 4D 39450 Yes Yes
17 5A 40450 Yes Yes
18 5B 42413 Yes Yes
19 8B 42489 Yes Yes
20 8A 43433 Yes No
21 5C 45+45 Yes Yes
22 8D 46427 Yes Yes
23 5D 46457 Yes Yos
24 6A 47+07 Yes Yes
25 68 47469 No Yes
26 6C 48+11 Yos Yes
27 6D 49411 Yes Yes
28 8C 51466 Yes Yes
28 7A 52409 Yes Yes
30 78 52475 Yes Yes
31 7C 53425 Yes Yes
32 7D 53+83 Yes Yes
SUMMARY
CODE PRODUCT
A PAVEPREP (Sta.
8 GLASSGRID
(o3 TAPECOAT
D CONTROL

24430 ignored-see FE#2 report)

i)}

NA
70

253
a3

121
78
104

73
103
106
124

54
115
100
163

76

212
82
30
50
62
42

100

255
43
66
50
68

50

2388

60
60

60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60

60
60

60
60
60
60
60
60

Gi

50
52
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60

388

60
60
60
60
60
60

Z-<Z-<ZZZZZZZ-<ZZZ-<ZZZZZZ-<<2-<-<-<ZZZ§

] 0% N/A
35 70% L
45 87% MtoH
60 100% M
60 100% M
60 100% M
60 100% M
57 95% M
60 100% M
60 100% M
48 80% L
60 100% M
60 100% LioM
59 98% L
60 100% LtoM
60 100% M
60 100% LtoM
60 100% M
60 100% M
563 88% L
51 85% LioM
60 100% LtoM
60 100% LtoM
60 100% LioM
60 100% L
60 100% L
60 100% LioM
60 100% L
60 100% LtoM
60 100% L
60 100% L
60 100% LtoM
ASSUMED  OBSERVED IOTAL AVEBAGE



SPSS/PC+ The Statistical Package for IBM PC 5/31/91
IRC ‘EXAMPLEL.PGM’
DATA LIST /FABRIC 1 CRACK 3-8(2).

VARIABLE LABLES FABRIC ‘PAVING FABRIC'
/CRACK ‘PERCENTAGE OF CRACK LENGTH REFLECTED'.

VALUE LABLES FABRIC 1 'A-PAVEPREP’ 2 ’B-GLASSGRID’ 3 ‘C-TAPECOAT’ 4 ‘D-CONTROL’.

BEGIN DATA.
END DATA.

31 cases are written to the compressed active file.

This procedure was completed at 10:55:24

LIST VARIABLES=FABRIC TO CRACK /CASES=31.

100,00
100.00
100.00
100.00

88.00
100.00
100.00

70.00
100.00
100.00

98.00
100.00
100,00
100,00
100.00

87.00
100.00

80.00
100.00

85.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

95.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

Ao N > s N W W W W W WWWRNDNRNNRNNMNRDND SR R R s e

Number of cases read = 31 Number of cases listed = 31

G2



Page &

SPSS/pC+

This procedure was completed at 10:55:32
ONEWAY CRACK BY FABRIC(1l,4)

JRANGES=DUNCAN (0
/STATISTICS=ALL.

.05)

5/31/91

Variable
By Variable

Source

Between Groups

Within Groups

CRACK
FABRIC

PERCENTAGE OF CRACK LENGTH REFLECTED
PAVING FABRIC

Analysls of Variance

Sum of

Squares

136.1803

1427.,3036

1563.4839

F
Ratio

.8587

3
Prob.

G764

Total

Page (3

Group Count
Grp 1 7
Grp 2 8
Grp 3 8
Grp 4 8
Toral 31

Fixed
Random

98.
96.
94,
99.

96.

Effects

Effects

Mean

2857

0000

0000

3750

8710

Model

Model

Standard

Deviation

4.5356

10.5289

8.5021

1.7678

7.2192

7.2707

95 Pet Conf Int for Mean

To
To
To
To

To

Mean
Squares
45.3934
52.8631
AY - =~ = = = = = = = =~
Standard
Error
1,7143 94.0910
3.7225 87.1977
3.0059 86.8921
.6250 97.8971
1.2966 94.2230
1.3059 94.1916
1.3059 92.7152

WARNING - Between component varjiance 1s negative

102.4804

104.8023

101.1079

100.8529

99.5190

99.5504

101.0267

it was replaced by 0.0 in computing above random effects measures

Random Effects Model - Estimate of Between Component Variance

G3



Page 7 SPSS/PC+ 5/31/91
---------- ONEWAY - = = ¢« = = =« =« =
Group Minimam Max imum
Grp 1 88.0000 100.0000
Grp 2 70.0000 100.0000
Grp 3 80.0000 100.0000
Grp 4 95.0000 100.0000
Toral 70.0000 100.0000

Tests for Homogeneity of Variances

Cochrans C = Max. Variance/Sum(Variances) = .5360, P = .050 (Approx.)

Bartlett-Box F = 5.739 , P = 001
Maximum Variance / Minimum Variance 35.474
Page 8 SPSS/PC+ 5/31/91
---------- ONEWAY -+~ =« - ==~ ~ =~
Variable CRACK PERCENTAGE OF CRACK LENGTH REFLECTED
By Variable FABRIC PAVING FABRIC

Multiple Range Test

Duncan Procedure

Ranges for the ,050 level -
2.90 3.05 3.15

The ranges above are table ranges.
The wvalue actually compared with Mean(J)-Mean(I) is..
5.1412 * Range * Sqrt(l/N(I) + 1/N(J))

No two groups are significantly different at the .050 level

G4



Page 9 SPSS/PC+ 5/31/91
This procedure was completed at 11:15:07
T~-TEST GROUPS=FABRIC(1,4)/VARIABLE=CRACK.
Page 10 SPSS/PC+ 5/31/91

Independent samples of FABRIC PAVING FABRIC

Group 1: FABRIC EQ 1 Group 2: FABRIC EQ 4

t-test for: CRACK PERCENTAGE OF CRACK LENGTH REFLECTED
Number Standard Standard
of Cases Hean Deviation Error
Group 1 7 98.2857 4.536 1.714
Group 2 8 99.3750 1.768 .625
Pooled Variance Estimate Separate Variance Estimate
F 2-Tail t Degrees of 2-Tail t Degrees of 2-Tail
Value Prob. Value Freedom Prob. Value Freedom Prob.
6.58 026 -.63 13 540 -.60 7.59 568
Page 11 SPSS/PC+ 5/31/91

This procedure was completed at 11:15:28
T-TEST GROUPS=FABRIC(2,4)/VARIABLE=CRACK.

Independent samples of FABRIC PAVING FABRIC

Group 1: FABRIC EQ 2 Group 2: FABRIC EQ 4

t~test for: CRACK PERCENTAGE OF CRACK LENGTE REFLECTED
Number Standard Standard
of Cases Mean Deviation Error
Group 1 8 $6.0000 10.52¢9 3.723
Group 2 8 99.3750 1.768 .625
Pooled Variance Estimate Separate Variance Estimate
F 2-Tail t Degrees of 2-Tail t Degrees of 2-Tall
Value Prob. Value Freedom Prob. Value Freedom Prob.
35.47 .000 -.89 14 .386 ~.89 7.39 399

G5



Page 13 SPSS/PC+ 5/31/91
This procedure was completed at 11:15:53
T-TEST GROUPS=FABRIC(3,4)/VARIABLE=CRACK.
Page 14 SPSS/PC+ 5/31/91
Independent samples of FABRIC PAVING FABRIC
Group 1l: FABRIC EQ 3 Group 2: FABRIC EQ 4
t-test for: CRACK PERCENTAGE OF CRACK LENGTH REFLECTED
Number Standard Standard
of Cases Mean Deviation Error
Group 1 8 94.0000 8.502 3.006
Group 2 8 99,3750 1.768 .625
Pooled Variance Estimate Separate Varlance Estimate
F 2-Tail T Degrees of 2-Tail t Degrees of 2-Tail
Value Prob, Value Freedom Prob. Value Freedom Prob.
23.13 000 -1.75 14 .102 -1.75 7.60 .120
Page 15 SPSS/PC+ 5/31/91

This procedure was completed at 11:16:00
FINISE.

End of Include file.

Gé



APPENDIXH DESCRIPTION OF SINGLE-SAMPLING PLAN USED FOR
CORE SAMPLES



A sampling plan requires testing each item in a random sample of n items from
a lot of N items. If the number of defectives, d, is less than or equal to a predetermined
value ¢, the entire lot is accepted. If d exceeds ¢, the lot is rejected.

The ability of a sampling plan to discriminate between acceptable and not
acceptable lots is often developed using an Operating Characteristic (OC) Curve.

1 L B

0 py Py 1 p
Figure 1 An OC-curve (From Stoodley et. al.)

Chapter 5 of Applied Statistical Techniques by Stoodley, Lewis, and Stainton
further describe how given the points p; and p,, and the producers risk (1-a) and
consumers risk (b) can be used with the X2 distribution to determine the above
mentioned parameters h and c.

For the core sample sampling plan used with the paving fabric project, values
Py, P, and were determined based on the similarity of the cracks. As mentioned in

the report, 4 of the 8 cracks of a particular treatment proving to be reflective and
through the fabric was deemed enough to accept the lot of treated cracks. This ratio,
4/8, is p;. P, is the ratio 6/8, that which would lead to immediately rejecting the lot of

treated cracks. Corresponding risks, a and b, were chosen as .05 and .10,
respectively.

Calculations using the X2 distribution resulting in an n value of 78 and a ¢ value
of 49. The ratio of ¢ to n is 0.6282. Because of the limited number of cracks per
treatment, and the costs involved in core sampling, A decision was made to formulate a
procedure minimizing the number of samples necessary. This was done by using the ¢
to n ratio of 0.6282 rather than a ¢ value of 49 and a n value of 78. The final plan
resulted in a minimum of 8 cores and a maximum of 16, and is described in the body of
the report.

H1



APPENDIX | PHOTOGRAPHIC COMPARISON OF CRACKS

(a) Takenin 1989 (b) Takenin 1991



Crack1C  (a)

Crack 1D (a)
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Ty ey

Crack 2B (a)




Crack 2D (a)

Crack 3B (a)

(b) ~w 33

'l

Crack 3C (a)




Crack 3D (a)

Crack 4A (a)

Crack 4B (a)




Crack 5A (a) (b)

el |13 £ S 31].‘; ',

Crack 5B (a) (b)

Crack 5C (a)
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Crack 6B

Crack 6D (b)

Crack 7A (a) (b)




Crack 7C (a)

Crack 7D (a)

Crack 8C (a)
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Crack 8D
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