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Executive Summary

The Pavement Condition Unit is one of four functional units of the Pavement Materials System
Section, which represents one of four areas of expertise within the State Materials Office (SMO).

Since 1985, this unit has been collecting, processing and analyzing the information on the
condition and performance of the State Roadway System, on an annual basis. The information
provided by the Pavement Condition Survey (PCS) Program has been critical to the
Department’s effort to support informed highway planning, policy and decision making at the
State and local levels. This includes the apportionment and allocation of funding needs to the
Districts, as well as the determination of appropriate cost-effective strategies to rehabilitate and
preserve existing highway transportation infrastructure.

The PCS traditionally evaluates the pavement lane that has deteriorated the most in each
roadway direction. The beginning and ending of pavement sections to be rated are determined by
construction limits or uniformity of conditions. All sections are rated in terms of varying
severity levels and extent of specific distresses, namely, (1) ride quality, (2) rutting, and (3)
cracking.

Once the Survey in a particular county is completed, a Verification Report is forwarded to the
appropriate District for review. Any concerns are addressed and resolved prior to the data
reporting being finalized. The Central Pavement Management Office is responsible for the data
processing and analysis, and for making the data available for use by the Department, consultants,
and others. The Central Program Development Office is responsible for reporting the condition
of the State Highway System for Pavement Management purposes.

The present report provides essential information on the current condition of the flexible
pavement sections of the Florida State Highway System as part of the PCS program. It also
includes a summary of the historical condition rating data.

To obtain an electronic copy of this and other reports, and to learn more about our program,
please visit the Pavement Materials Division at SMO’s website:

Intranet: http://materials.dot.state.fl.us/

Internet: http://www.dot.state.fl.us/statematerialsoffice/



http://www.dot.state.fl.us/statematerialsoffice
http://materials.dot.state.fl.us




SECTION I

Introduction

The Pavement Condition Unit is responsible for the Department’s Annual Pavement Condition
Survey. The Survey is conducted on the entire State-maintained Highway System, on an annual
basis.

The Survey is conducted by a highly trained and experienced staff, and requires each of these
four area staff specialists about 25 weeks of travel each year to complete. Since 1986, the PCS
program has seen close to a 25 percent increase in surveyed lane miles (refer to Chart on page 5).

The annual PCS is used to accomplish the following main objectives:

e Determine the present condition of the State Roadway System
e Compare the present with past conditions

e Predict deterioration rates

e Predict rehabilitation funding needs

e Provide justification for annual rehabilitation budget

e Provide justification for project rehabilitation, and

e Provide justification for distribution of rehabilitation funds to Districts.

The PCS is conducted to monitor three (3) specific distress criteria, namely, (1) ride quality, (2)
rutting, and (3) cracking. For each distress type, the pavement sections are rated on a 0 to 10
scale, where a rating of 10 indicates a section in excellent condition. Currently, any section with
a rating of 6 or less becomes eligible for rehabilitation.

Cracking is a subjective rating conducted visually either from windshield survey or from the
roadway shoulder. Rut and ride are measured using an automated vehicle-mounted system
called a Profiler that measures the longitudinal profile of the roadway. The ride quality is
quantified in terms of Ride Number (RN), which is the mathematical processing of longitudinal
profile measurements to produce an estimate of a user’s perception of ride quality in accordance
with ASTM Standard E1489.



In order to ensure maximum accuracy and repeatability of the data collected, the testing
equipment must be well maintained and routinely calibrated. In addition, over 150 edit checks
are currently implemented to test both the data accuracy and compliance with other parameters
of the Pavement Management System (PMS). Comparisons of annual PCS data to that of earlier
years to review trends and identify potential errors are also performed. Furthermore, team
members (raters) annually complete a comparative distress rating evaluation on selected
pavement sections to enhance uniformity of the subjective Crack Rating. When necessary, and
as appropriate, efforts have been made to upgrade the survey equipment and to improve the data
analysis software resulting in increased efficiency of data collection, processing, and improved
accuracy of the Survey results. These types of improvements now allow in-depth analysis of any
segment of the highway system and on-time completion of the PCS while maintaining a high
level of accuracy.

For more detailed information about the Pavement Condition Surveys, please refer to the latest
edition of the Rigid and Flexible Pavement Condition Survey Handbooks, which can be accessed

online at;

http://www.dot.state.fl.us/statematerialsoffice/pavement/pavementhome.htm

The facts and figures contained in this report are for flexible pavements only, which represent
approximately 98% of the entire State Highway System.


http://www.dot.state.fl.us/statematerialsoffice/pavement/pavementhome.htm

Observations

The review and analysis of PCS historical Distress Ratings for flexible pavements have resulted
into the following statewide observations:

1.

The average Crack Rating has remained stable for the past fourteen years with a mean
rating of 8.11 and a range of 8.02 to 8.21.

The average Rut Rating improved from 8.35 in 1992 to 8.91 in 1999. From 1999 to 2005
the rating has remained stable with an average of 8.89.

The average Ride Rating was between 8.02 in 1992, with an average rating of 8.03 in 1994.
The Ride Ratings have steadily improved from an average of 8.08 in 1995 to an 8.24 in
1998. The average Ride Rating has steadily decreased since then, from an 8.20 in 1999 to
a 7.62 in 2005. Note that’s since 2004, the PCS data has been processed at a 6 in. interval
compared to previous years, when data was processed at a 12 in. interval. This explains
for the most part the drop in Ride Rating in 2004 compared to the 2003 rating.

91.1% of the pavement sections rated in 2005 for cracking were within one point compared
to the 2004 ratings. (2)

99.8% of the pavement sections rated in 2005 for rutting were within one point compared
to the 2004 ratings. (2)

99.9% of the pavement sections rated in 2005 for ride were within one point compared to
the 2004 ratings. (2)

Note 1: Laser sensors were implemented beginning with the 1999 PCS , along with the use
of RN as a ride quality index. .

Note 2: Sections that had undergone notable changes such as new construction, or total
rehabilitation were excluded from the analysis.

General Notes

1.

For multi-lane roadways: The worst lane in each direction is rated (normally the
outermost traffic lane).

For two lane roadways:  The worst lane is rated (normally the same lane tested the
previous year).

Rated sections are determined by construction limits or significant changes in visual
condition of the pavement.

Ride Rating and Rut Rating data are collected automatically using four identical inertial
profilers.

Crack Rating is subjective and collected visually, as a windshield survey or from the
roadway shoulder.

Crack Rating is rated based on the severity and extent of the distress for area inside and
outside the wheel paths.
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SECTION II
Crack Rating by System and District

Crack Rating Criteria

Cracking is estimated as the combined percentage of distressed areas within the wheel
paths (CW) and percentage of distressed areas outside of the wheel paths (CO). These
percentages are estimated separately for each of the two areas.

There are three classes of cracking; the ratings of which are based upon severity level: 1B,
Il and 1.

Only the predominate type of cracking is used to establish a Crack Rating. However, the
combination of individual percentages of all types of cracking is used to calculate the
overall percentage of cracked pavement.

Crack Rating is rated on a 0 to 10 scale where a rating of 10 represents a pavement in
perfect condition. Currently, a rating of 6 or less makes pavement segments eligible for
rehabilitation.

The Crack Rating is subtracted from a perfect score of 10.

Crack Rating = 10 - (CW + CO)

Where: CW and CO are numerical factors for cracking within the
wheel paths (CW) and outside of the wheel paths (CO).
These factors are based on the severity and extent of the
type of cracking.
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District 3

| |
%997 |
L ” Tl
| | | |
0rbC
o | sz
| | | | N
| | | |
L ” %P0
| | | | [
| | | |
L ” %054 [
| | | |
| | | | F
L : %68
o ” 1
| | | |
b ! %00°0
| | | | L
| | | |
2 | wsgv[ ]
| ®) | T
8 ” %000
9 | | |
,M, | |
E g : %000
< S | L
wn' al | |
c 0, .
& ]
c g | o
= ” %00°0
! ! | |
S 28 88 &8 8 8 8 8 8
S & 3 & & & & & & &
g ©& ©® ~ © » I ® &
(%) s3I\ 8ueT 40 uBdIRd
| | |
L weeL|
I
! | | | | | | |
N 1
T R T S S |
! | | | | | | |
oLl e
! | | | | | | | | |
! ! | | | | | | |
L weeer [
T T R T R R
| | | | | | | |
! ! I I I I I %cCE0
! ! | | | | | | |
! | | | | | | | | L
| | | | | | | | | D
oreT
S R R
! ! | | | | | | | L
! ,6, | | | | | |
oS e[
I 19 | | | | | | |
! ! F, | | | | | |
! I @l | | | | | N
o %000
S  0
! ! -l | | | | | | r
! (i1 I | | | | o
! ,W, ! I I I I %Yo
< R A R
! ! | | | | | | |
s et
| M, | | | | | | |
=1 %, | | | | | | L
X | | | | | |
CELE L wpoo
—
R R R R R ¥ B
8 8 8 R 88 8 8 f 8 °
—

(%) s3Il BueT JO UBIIAd

13

10

10

Crack Rating

Crack Rating

%0529

%05'¢CE

=9.02

12 Lane Miles, Mean

| L

|

” L

%000
|

|
%00°0
CoL
|
%00°0
|

%D0°0
|
|

%000
|
|
%000
ol

|
%000

| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
—
X X
g g

™

100%
80% 1
70% A
60% -
50% 4
40%

(9%) S3|1Al dueT JO JUddIad

10%
0%

0

ane Miles, Mean

TURNPIKE

|
%000
| L
|
%000
L
%P0

%p0°0
|
|

%000
oL
|

%000
Pl
|

%000

%00
”

9%00°0
| L

os”oo.o
oL

|
%000

F et

[ [ [ [
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
——
2 8 8 8
o (=] o (=]
© Yol < ™

100%
e
700 + -2

(9%) S8]I 8ue JoIusdled

10% -
0%

10

10

Crack Rating

Crack Rating



by System

{018

District 4

2005 Crack Distribut

T T T T T T T
” %6108 =i ” 1 %000
| | T | | | |
| | | r | | | | r
| | | | | | |
| | o\omﬁwm o I I I %000
| | | | | | |
| | | + | | | | +
| | | | | | |
” T\omﬁ.._um © ” ” ” c\%o.o
: : T : o T
B — | e
: : Cor : o T
” ” %oeT]| © _ ” 1 %000
| | | | < | | | | |
: : o g : R
” ” Y0EET L) ” ” ” _xu_,uoo
Q
L & L
” : : 5 : Co
— . .
© : %000| ~ : . %000
P~ I I I I
1 r r
= : whal o . o L o
if : %00'0 ! I 1 %Do0
= I I | I S I I I |
o | | | 5] | | |
o2 ” %000| 2 1 %000
<! = | | | me | | |
[ | | | r | 2 | | | r
wn I | | | | | |
25 ” %000| - -1 000
= L | | . [ m | | | .
= M, | | o 4 | | |
= : %p0o0| © F e %000
| | | | | | |
g 8 2 8888 888 £ S8 8 S 888 88 8
S o S O o & & © & o S O & © & & © © © & oS
g ©° < © m ¥ ® &« 4 S © ©® F © B ¥ ® «
(9%0) S9N Bue JO JUBdIad (9%0) SB|INl due JO JUBdI8d
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
| | | RO o | | | | I
I I I I %v0'9€ = I I I 1%E6TY
A o
| | | | | | | | | | | | | |
| | | | | | 1 Y%E]TT [} | | | | | |
| | | | | | | | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | | | + | | | | | |
| | | | | | | | I | | | | | |
8 1 o
Lo T o
Co 1 wdzeT ~ o
| | | | | | | | | B | | | | | | |
S T R ”c\o;”.v ° o
| | | | | | | | o | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | | | c | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | | | - = | | | | | | |
R R e 2 B o o %
| | | | | | | | i 5 | | | | | | ere
| | | | | | | | | . m | | | | | | | | | .
| | | | | | | | | O | | | | | | | | |
8 wes[] v w0 e
| [ | | | | | | L | | - I | | I I I L
| | F, | | | | | | | | ﬂ, | | | | | |
R wete| o U whoo
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
| | - | | | | | | [ | L= | | | | | | [
7] -
o E ot o0& %000
P! > | | | | | | | e = | | | | | | |
I - R R -2 R
1 <C m, | | | | | c\cmw.H: — SN =] | | | | I %000
PSS | | | | | | | | Z m, I | | | | |
= O I I I I | | . [ | | | | | .
T & | | | | | | [ NI | | | | | |
e FL L wpoo
— —
SRR EEE R R B X 8B 8 B 2 2
S & & & & & & & © & B S & & &5 & & & & & &5 oS
g & © ~ © b I ® & = S © © &~ & b ¥ ® «& o
(9%) Sa]I|Nl aueT J0IUBIIBd (9%) S|\l BUeT JO JUBdIad

14

10

Crack Rating

10

Crack Rating



by System

{018

2005 Crack Distribut

District 5

[ [ [ [ [
C 1 w6Lse =i ” %0T 6%
L ” oot ” ”
| | | | | |
%80° o
o . weos[ ] | |
| | | | = | |
| | | | | |
| owwor[] e ” |
| | | | L | |
| | | | | |
o | |
| | | | | | |
| | | | | |
L ” weoz] © ” ”
| | | | e | |
F = |
) ” ” 5 ” ,
o | wort] o | |
| | | | H 3 | |
| | | | S | |
8 | wee [ ] ~ o %
1P~ I I L I d I I I L
'y | | | ﬂ | | |
-3 ” %p00| ” s 1 %poo
= | | | L | | |
| - | | [ | = | | | [
w B | . | 5 | .
2 , %000| , 8 ete Tt [
<! = | | | = | | |
= | | | r | = | | | r
| | | | @ | | |
2! S - wesor[ ] - L5 |1 %000
=1 M~ | | . [ | | | .
> o | | 0 8K | | |
= = ” 4po0| < F o8 ] %poo
| | | | | W W W
TR RER R R R R R R R X
E8&8cs8888EKkE® E8&8c8R88KkES®
(9%) S| dueT J0UBIIBd (CAEEITNED I FUBTELIER]
T T T T T T T T T
| | | o o | | | |
I I I U\omNDw_ — I I I I
| | | | | T T T T | | | | | |
| | | | | | | | | F | | | | | |
| | | | | | | | | | | | | |
| | | | | | 1%EEICT [} | | | | | | g
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | I
| | | | | | | | | = | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
o wus] e S R R
| | | | | | | | | L | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
S R I o
T R T R S T T
o wsev[] e S T R 7Y
| | | | | | | | | 2 | | | | | | |
A T N S E R S P I - T T
oL e e S o
| | | | | | | = m | | | | | | |
| | |
s el
| 9 |
| 1 | | | | | | L | P | | | | | I L
| 'y | | | | | | | ,n_n_v, | | | | | |
U8 whso| o CUF L oo
| = | | | | | | | | ,W, | | | | | | |
i | | | | | |
” ” %” ” ” ” ” ” L. ” ” o' I I I I I .
I ,W, I I I I I %cT0| « ,E, ! I I I I I %000
St XS 0t
T, & | | | | | | =1 o | | | | | |
< & | | | | | _.xvmm.._”: — o c | | | | I %000
S -, | | | | | | Z1 S | | | | | I
=N | | | | | | = ey | | | | | | | =
| D | | | | | | | SN | | | | | |
' © - ™
S o] o P8 wpoo
f f f f f f f f f f f f f f f f f f
SRR B R B B B R B ¥ R R B R R B R B B B
S & & & & & & & & & & S & & & & & & & & & &
g & ® 8 ©® B I ® & A g & ® ~ © B ¥ ® &« A

(%) s3Il BueT JO UBIIAd (%) s8I\l dueT J0JuddI8d

15

Crack Rating

Crack Rating



by System

{018

2005 Crack Distribut

District 6

INTERSTATE

T
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
L7
7

NEV'EC

[

|

|
%wer2[|

|

|
£NFN:

gooo
oL
|
%00°0
|
|
%00°0

%D0'0
|
|

%000
|
|
%00'0
ol

|
%000

100%

90% 1

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
| |
e
X XXX
s 8 8 8
~ © [Te} <

30%
20% A
10%
0%

PRIMARY

=8.43

2213 Lane Miles, Mean

”
|
u\,owv
|
|

XMNwH
,gomﬁﬂﬁmmu

,gﬁmm
|

100%

e

e

[
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
W
X
o
0 <

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
W
X
o
(32]

(%) s3Il BueT JO UBIIAd

16

10

10

Crack Rating

Crack Rating

T
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
: o T
” L %000
: ot
| | | |
: | %poo
| | | +
| | |
” ! ' %000
— | | T
| ™ | | | L
| o | | |
! 1] I [ U
o %000
: g o |
-3 SR
I 7 I 1 %000
I 2L I I I |
2 o
® .
5 || %000
| mw | | | | -
| ~ | | |
” =~ ” ” o\%o.o
| | | |
S 2 2 23 228 8 & 8
S © ©® F © B ¥ ® «
(9%0) SB|INl due JO JUBdI8d
T T T T T
| | V W
” ” | | I I I
| | | | | | |
| | | | | | |
| | | | | | |
| | | | | | |
| | | | | | |
| | | | | | |
Co o wTrge
| | | | | | |
| | | | | | |
Co o oweETe
| | | | | | | | | B
| | | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | | .
I I I I I I I 1 %000
| | | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | | | -
| | | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | I %000
A T R R T
| | | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | | gtod
™
R R T T
I I ww, I I I I I
& 1 wboo
| Q) | | | | |
| | Mm, | | | | | | [
| | -l | | | | | |
K %000
w0
VA I I I I I I r
= | | | | | |
o, g %00°
Zo & | %000
I = | | | | | | =
[ < | | | | |
= Q) | | | | | p@th
| | | | | | | |
—
R B X 8B 8 B 2 2
S & & &5 & & & & & &5 oS
S & ©® ~ © »m ¥ ® & A

(9%) S8]I 8ue JoIusdled

10

10

Crack Rating

Crack Rating



by System

{018

100%

District 7

2005 Crack Distribut

|
WTLTS | S
| | o
| | | | | | |
) . ) g
| o owegor[] @ CoL L s
| | | - | | | | | -
| | | | | | | |
| BT 1 Co L w00
” ” ” i Lo ” ” i
| | oo ] ~ IR | ot [l
” ” ” i Lo ” ” g
| | | X | | | | | .
| | ,o\ommm_u © 5 | | | | I %000
| | | c | | | | |
” ” o B Lo ” ” .
| | wseel] x IR | %000
| | | + © | | | | | +
| | | (@] | | | | |
| o wpos[ | - o | | %000
2l | | L | | | | | L
ﬂ_u, | | | —MJ., | | |
s ” | %000| © IO ” . %000
s ” ” - I ” ” g
L o I I . I | I I I .
= @ | I %000| L g | | I %000
= | | [l | | |
_AM | | | r = | | | r
wn ! | | | | | | |
¥ S | I %000| ) @ I I I %000
| | | | | | | |
Ela T I
Z , @ o
= 9 ! | %000| © o~ ! I %000
| | | | | | | |
X XX R B R R X XXX XXX R R B B ¥
o o o o (=) (=) o o o o o o o (=) o (=) (=) o o o
(o2} ~ O n < ™ N — m [e3] [se] ~ © n < ™ N —
(9%) a1\ aueT 40 JUddIdd (9%) S| aueT JO JUddIad
| | | | | | |
L %90 S %E6'L1
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | | | I | | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
T TR :\é,.omﬂ Z o rrET
T T T A | T T T T R
o wee] oL %oz
| | | | | | | | | L | | | | | | | | L
R R .”D - S T R R T R T
| | | | | | | \DNNw, | | | | | | | | \OUOO
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | | | [ | | | | | | | | | [
o wes[] e oL wboo
| | | | | | | | | c | | | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | | | \ .m | | | | | | | | | \
L e 8 e
Q
L [ L
T T T 5 Lo
s e[ s Lol 1 wpoo
o 6, | | | | | I
| | 8, | | | | | L | | 2l | | | | | L
| | m, | | | | | | | | n_u_J, | | | | | |
o8 L weeo] e L& 0 wboo
| | M, | | | | | | L | | Wv, | | | | | | L
| | - | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
(%2} -
o m Co 1 %000| o ”E” & 0 1 %000
| | | | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
V| L L
R = N R T
1 <C m, | | | | | g@m.o= — o m, | | | | I %000
| M, | | | | | | | | N, L, | | | | | |
= <h | | | | | | . (N | | | | | | | S
T S | | | | | | [ NI | | | | | |
e wseo] o FUR ) wpoo
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
R R B R B B B R ¥R SR X2 B 2 2 B B 8 B ¥
o o o o o o (=) o o o o o o o o o o (=) (=) o o o
m (<2} @ ~ O n < ™ N — m (<2} (e} ~ O n < o™ N —
(9%) s8I dueT J0 uBdIed (9%) s8N dueT 40 uBdIed

17

10

Crack Rating

10

Crack Rating






SECTION Il1

RUT RATING
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SYSTEM AND DISTRICT
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SECTION II1
Rut Rating by System and District

Rut Rating Criteria

A rut is a continuous longitudinal depression deviating from a surface plane defined
by transverse cross slope and longitudinal profile. This depression normally occurs
in the wheel paths.

A rut depth is defined herein as the difference in elevation between the center of the
wheel path and the center of the travel lane.

Rut depth is measured simultaneously with the ride values using an inertial profiler.
See illustration on page 20.

FDOT inertial profilers measure rut depth at a frequency of 30 readings per inch
when traveling at 60 mph. The measurements are then stored in 6 in. intervals for
the survey.

The average rut depth for both wheel paths is recorded and then converted to a
rating with a one point deduction for every eighth (1/8) in. rut depth.

Rut depth is rated on a 0 to 10 scale, where a 10 represents a pavement with no
rutting, while a rating of 6 indicates 1/2 in. of rutting. Currently, pavement sections
with rut ratings of 6 or less are eligible for rehabilitation.

Rut depth for each measurement is calculated using the following equation:

(h;-hy) +(h;-h,)

Rut Depth = >

Where:  hy, hy, and hs, are the respective distances between
the sensor locations and the roadway surface directly
below each sensor. See diagram on page 20.
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INERTIAL PROFILER

FRONT VIEW

(hy - hy) + (hs - hy)
2

Rut Depth =

FDOT inertial profilers have three laser sensors (to measure ride and rut), combined with
two accelerometers and a data acquisition computer system that measures and stores a
pavement’s longitudinal and transverse profiles while in motion.
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