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Analysis of Statistic Methods on Quality Measure for Application

of Pay Factor in Pavement

O} M - WET - AT

Rhee, Suk Keun - Park, Chan Ho - Choi, Jang Kyu
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T E2 ¥ ABFAL HLY] FAE £ FAL SAHSNE Wyel $AUHoE Aok
o}, X8-S AV A8 o8 A FEASAH Wl *}%54.1_ At} FAdE AWY, B £ FF
Ztoll e xS FEL Ed FTAL AP, AW @A P AHESE AFAHL JERRA X
Fog Q= HEA EI AF 712 £8% 242 QA" Yut. 2HA " FHdAs 9 AEL] ¥
Ag AFEES AA FA ERQ AWEA nFAF diz &8 &S Aidst= PWL (Percent within
Limits)® PD(Percent Defective)®l ©] AAD(Average Absolute Deviation)$} CI(Conformal Index)E X33k

2 23 wyd) nla A= 2 Qo AA Aok A ol e FF WHE T UPY AL UH

& A d¥e 2oL BRES Y 4 Y AAAA Zelojor @k oo] B AFAAE mFAA A
EiAe A dUe FA 2% YU AWadn FU ARFA A4 @ 4 Je AT L F
R e AYSRT EP ALH FA EF PP T AA =2 ¥F TR doHE o8 NE 2

S

Shdsasy

Ik
=3

A

i

o diHo| Ao

2.1 PWL g+

PWL(Percent within Limits)o]& Al®3tAle] 9= 2Awe] H| &S IS 8iA AEe] HEx T
HAAE o] 4= wyolr} o] BEe AgAo T AFEEE V|22 ¥ PWLS AFEEFH W 99
oW A|aA el RG] v &L FAsY] YA AN AFREFAHC Z-ValueZt AHEHE WA
of PWL £A&d = Q-Value’7l A28 h Q-Valuexs £33 FAHE 98 5% m‘ﬂel AEXo AU
A FEHANLSL, USL)E T&EeE 5SS A7 98 ARsE Aoz 71EHQ MAFdL Z-Value® A
oot A1) QIS ALY 9§ Aol Tt o] A& FI wiw Wﬁﬂ%ﬂﬂ% Fo| A AL st
PWLS ZA37] 9% Q-ValueE % 19 vtehlid o},

1

QL=M£ and Q, = e . SRR (1)
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o 71A, @ =3t A3HAC] tfdt F A X (Quality Index)
Qu="3% AgaAe dF FAH A4 (Quality Index)
LSL(3}3r Al%3A Lower Specification Limit)=5 3 gt+3] & 22}
USL(A33+ A193tAl Upper Specification Limit)=% 3 gt-3] -8 23}
X-0E 37
s=AE BFH}

F 1. 2 X+ (Q-Value)oll £ PWL2| of (South Carolina, 2007)

PWL n=3|[n=4 n=5|n==6 n=7|n=8 n=29 =10to 11 | n = 12 to 14
100 | 116 | 150 | 1.79 2.03 223 2.39 253 2.65 2.83

99 - 1.47 | 167 1.80 1.89 1.95 2.00 204 2.09

98 115 | 144 | 1.60 1.70 1.76 1.81 1.84 1.86 1.01

97 - 141 | 154 1.62 1.67 1.70 1.72 1.74 1.77

53 011 | 009 | 008 | 008 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08
52 007 | 006 | 006 | 005 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05

51 004 | 003 | 003 | 003 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03

50 000 | 000 | 000 | 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

9 12 PWL WA AFEXde] AEIA Yol EA3ts AEY v & i EFHAY HXE Y
Bll= AL = Positive Q-Statisticol g} 3tar, 2@ 2% AlLEHA stel = AE2 v & T Z5H
ko] F=E YERJ = Negative Q-Statistico]th.

i

X

LSL UsL LSt USL
2# 1. Positive Q-Statistic (FHWA, 2002) 13 2. Negative Q-Statistic (FHWA, 2002)

PWL Z3olA 3t A @ATRE 0|88 bt Qug A88n, 48 ABaALS 0|48 gt Qe
AFgRTh EY S, 48 AEAE EF ALSE A9 PWL &2 kel @3t zo] At

TPWIL = UPWL + LPWIL — 100 +-srereeemseemmmmmiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiecearecnnesssenies (2)
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PWL wiiol] oigh & oA AF37] wFo) PD(Percent Defective)9®t PWLS #AE 7433 &=}
v) gk

P PDMHE 9% 2 &4 ot &
I

PWL %

AE Y

a3 3. PWLZE} PDO| 7 (FHWA, 2002)

23 AAD 4ty

UA BEF AL HE AEAC disl 53X el Wit Hae g ANE
ol WL AFS BAHAHANM ANFAI FAE 2F}ANER E F 3
el 2789] H2E Ayl B8 g By Bdtid 25 2759 HAE
T7HNA FE gl 23HEA & F Uk ERAFHo= olHy 5 WY
MERe TVHIIESR ATAE 32 5 It

ERA o) FAEE FE3Y] A8 HE AR dis X gelut Al gtell gid FFUAE MWL
¢ AAD Wo] Yo A HAT gkl i AR Hoighg ol8Fe RN ATAE HEFHE AFste
R 2ol g URoR o5& I& F n A Eo] LOTA W&l WA FAS ghol HRAET -04,
-06 wWdkdz st YTl F oo FAHE X HT 05 05 A x4/l HAELS
(-0.4-0.6+0.5+0.5)/4=0.0 ©]A ¢k AADE AH&3Hd 4719 Hol FFL (0.4+06+05+0.5)/4=05 o]t} °|F7] of
ol Al ZAZE "H2E gh& Z3 & 71 glck. AADE Al4tslr] g 42 ordl 233 2.

o 7] A,
X, = Z4ZHe] d2E A3
T = 5% & (Target Value)
n = LOT @ HXEE
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24 C| ditH

Zxgkol e At AFL Fotd AP S 52 ol dojn 2
Froluk AlEA el SdEE e Ao BAag Es: wdolt EFEAAE AAUEE ZAE A
Ak Cle Exghol B 9 AEY =S 2

AdH o2 CI & AADS §AE wiolth. AADE Egtol theh zhzhe] mate] Aoigte) AAFS o
23t whdo] CI: EXghol Wet 74z Mo AFS o)ty = Cle FFAxe AdHoz FAS
o EEUAE TR A8 ARS IS AF29 Folth |

I ClE HMACH tid |3 ujga AR 2o ZEgto) o3 12
Abgtth AADS} mlRiR2 CIE Eg@osRe 3/ Zx AAsle AL 583tk fonz HAFFHQ
LOTYl st z2e & 4 ¢t} Clo Adke e 2o}

H7IA,
X, = 4zt H£2E A3gk
r=%3% g

n = LOT & HXZE <

3. 82 =53 Yo "ol A MH

3.1 AADS2} CI "7} -

Ho BRI FEFE FX1R 9 g A R aag JaEe Fdo] 9 Fopxinge o]EL 3
Hol7l i AAH oz AADE FZF A F& Whiolaln A} AT AAD WHAE GRS
SARG. 717G & TAFE FF ) dojoptt AL £ JAuE Aol ZAME U¢FAAES Hol 234
slhite] AlWSAZE EAT © AADE HE2F ¢ Qo = 3y dde LOT(ER SFAHYAAYU 239
HEEAE HAAsA ST F b= Rold. 53] HAE ZAy o] w$ g o= 598 AAD #o]
s g Ao Aol

dE E°] AAD HHE HEY F$ F 29 JEl 4719 "Hl2Ed 37019 LOTS #< &2 AAD 3#&
IR B2 FYd AEFFEe] HEE Rolrh et o]|FA AFE] o Zd disiM T A& Al H
S0 B2 A o7l £ X7t 2 F ot weEld BT ¥MEAe xeolE I 4 /U
= AAD RS F2S SA3 = WHoE AMREdE TA-e] Bvii dddnh

E 2 ME OE 3% EFBAE UEHUXE 22 AAD #2 HEliE LOTS o

(FHWA, 2002)
X—THE 83% - 583D

Test LOT 1 LOT 2 LOT 3

1 +0.4 +0.4 -04

2 -05 +0.5 -05

3 +0.6 +0.6 -06

4 -05 +0.5 -05

AAD 05 05 | 05
AE PGt 0.0 +05 -05
AE X&HA 058 0.08 0.08
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CI= AAD®} Adst=d oA wig frAbstet. shubel AR @AlE zhe Rl disiM H 88 Xk &
o, 4D e AE AR ol diEiN 2e Cl ge2 Adg F dvs Helth & 32 3748 ME LOT
odf e CIgt, ¥¥ 2B, #4F REAA Froloh

# 3 ME oE a3 EEHXE UEX[E 22 Cl @& UEd = LOoTY of
(FHWA, 2002)

Test LOT 1 LOT 2 - LOT 3
1 +1.4 +1.4 -14

2 -15 +1.5 - 15

3 +1.6 +1.6 - 16

4 -15 +1.5 -15
CI 150 1.50 1.50

AE B+ 0.0 +15 ~-15
AE 25ux 1.73 0.08 L 0.08

AETAE A8 A8 QA A FHE SHE PEES 4A EF upe} o] PWL, PD, AAD, CI
Mol v o] F AADSH CI ®¥e] 49 Al3A o= dHolgE =23 =3 el 7H4

AR T JE AEES 2 dvolge MEAN T EEgoes FEHY AAE WIEIV) AFY] BES F
2 23 PPoz HAAFrdE ozl BE Aew wudch 3 AADS Cl ¥ A3 x= 33 3
AREE ZHE At diside 488 = Quu 24 F 712 AWSHAE ztE AR gEAT 88 5+
o= 93] )

kA "Holge] ¥MEAHL A9 £ Jdx § JHA ALEAWSE 2t e UEsiAE ¥ 8 A=
PWL ®iio] 748 o) xojzta IadaT 2 A Wy AARARAE 18 49 Yt

g AADOICI i PWL
AUEY oEs s gEUCE REe | | [ one Sie Linit Two Side Limks |
NS B0 NS | =sasxs |
One Sioe Lint @& 2= 2100 GRS HOIES HES BE s
5g =g J
. PO
PWL1I PD ; .... » )
h One Side Linit Two Side Ligis
One Sike Linis, Two Sige Lip¥ts FFE R8s |
PE X8 I
. | aore12 3520 w2 915
[&@aﬂw J

169



P | 2008UIE EELaC| 3

| X 2T M

4. U XX COIEE 0|85 EX S Wy 24

HF e ol TAH FA 23 WP ol&ste] NBAFASE Adstn Ut of2¥VE NP EF
THOERE d& HolHE % 59 & TAA F4 A HolEE o8P LRM ANEWEE HESAL A
o wEbA S AEER 709 diolE g wF AL gy Fo FAX FA FA Heldol HEst
T, 22 dlolHe] R ATEEE HEste FF A A JAHE ME B 4% oh2BE AW
xF 779 dEd g Ageltt U= et ey ¥4 7|E& AHAFTFAA ot=BE WiFEA A
Ho2 AT JEHHUEY MU%E FEUSE 3t 3 &2a 12%2 AU

F A OfATE AlgyzE 271 g XR(HAE-AHASH A/l EZZF2H

A olE2HUUE A FAAAYE ol & Y UXH| (%) H] 31
1 | 2534 2.360 9313 )
2 2534 2.387 94.20
3 2534 2.398 04,63
4 2,534 2.368 94.44
5 2.534 2.396 9455
6 2534 2.334 92.08
7 2534 2.343 92.46
8 2,534 2.351 92.77
9 2.534 2345 s

5 7 93.42
FEZHA} 1.024

¥ 5 Q= Q ol 9 LPWLR UPWL (n=9) (South Carolina, 2007)

QL or QU LPWL or UPWL QL or QU LPWL or UPWL

2.001L0r More 100 -0.539 to -0.540 30
1.841 to 2.000 99 -0.599 to -0.570 29
1.421 to 1.480 4 -0.999 to -0.960 17
1.361 to 1.420 93 -1.039 to —-1.000 16
1.311 to 1.360 92 -1.079 to -1.040 15
0.081 to 0.100 53 -2.529 to -2.000

0.051 to 0.080 52 ~2.530 or Less 0

E 55 vlx A2 AEFGeld F9 deolE Y vt 99 B4 TAH FA 3 HolEold. HolH
=HE T B2 FA FA Ve £39 oY= 3T FALSLIT 92%= i A
(USL)= 96%=2 st AAsATE A1) o8t Quatst Quates Aldtsta, & 58 ©|83t9 LPWL+%
UPWLE A3l H2)2%8 TPWLE T3tk & 62 Ab¢2 sHEedelus] TAH F2 54 dHol2&
ol-&-% dHioly #4 AF}eln}.
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E6.APA i ESo|H Fo SAHAXN ZA =X HOol=2 o|&8t EA&xn
}‘u% _/1‘[:_ ﬁg;\i— E’_?!'::Ei -}_ (_5‘]_@}?:5}7_1] }?3]'-‘_51':_74] %7?.512]-? }\]th}'_é}ﬁ] ﬂl%% ;ﬂi‘" ‘5]111??:'%
(n) (X) (s) (LSL) (USL) QL Qu LPWL | UPWL TPWIL
9 93.42 1.024 92 96 1.387 | 2.520 393 100 93
o doly 949 Biw FEAAE olfete] AFRER PAW AT E 79 23, FPREIHow
YEtE 29 59 2o
7. 302X E o|2st EA4HT
o EFHx} 5} 3131 A) A} 3151 A Z %k 35w FHIAA R E(%)
(X) (s) (%) (%) 7L Zv | Pr>92 | Pr<96 92<Pr<96
93.42 1.024 92 96 1.388 2.520 0.918 0.994 91.2
045 -
D4
0.35
Q.3
0.2%
42 -
8.15
a1 -
Q.05 -
:,a iy
89 {8
OE 6. FFEE & T M
dlolel w4 A} ulE ALS2 AR} FolAq HeHE BANY 3 33 HolEg o83 TPWLR

o] AFEEE o] &3l Aid #FE @ B £
3t {1’1-0] /\nggit} m}e,};\—] A =3 o] B2 e g 1513 Eg}@] 574];@0; ZFA) 5] o AFEEE 2=

s
=2 =3

2 8

ol

83
alkeind

N

AN

Hl = AR
TEE

H]

o me

3E

e

4 Heolgeolzt addy, H2 ¢
. =¥ AASHTOON A A A 3}z

o] dHlo|H &
A& wAA(5)o] TPWLES
T+ F4 §23 5L TPWLE 3o XETFAHL AR S
A 543 WHo R Hyrisld AAANS B

27 | 24 AR

Pay Factor = 55 + 0.5 x (TPWL)

7}]&3}.0]1,,]_ _r._j| E;ﬂ :2-2-1 E—]]o]
o] &3+ A+ 10059% = A EH T}
03.42% % A|skA] 92950] 4 96% ool d HAH3 XA EIto|t), 18X

------------------------------------------------------------

o] &3t I T2 ¥ TN FAH FAHo| 7ts
A 83t A ETAHE
v sk o, Egk

., TPWL3 &5 gte dlustd A}

(=3

1F

AMARsI, AFEEE
o] "] AL

i

o] &3t A BFAL FAH Y 1015%2 AAHAI, HIF

171

E8 T obiBE APES O

T

3E
‘?j’;é]

=
2 9

A olE AU E
%4 Holge olgw

L

|



P 2008L1= SRS

KU
K
%)
-
N
2
_1)4
ro
A
o
=2
il
A
il
.
=
-
ol
o%
lo
k]
il
T,
Ay
o
o
8,
N
e

27 dol&e ojgste F =
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5. 8 2

¥ ATNE U 2 AETFHS A4y A¢ 0 AN FRQ 2 PEe vTAAT,

2 A3 dolH e HEAHE U F X, 3 A ARSATE e A dEdE HEY + e
PWL ®yiol 714 o] 3 2 &4 Wdolurh

T O}ATE APRXFG 7o U dolEE ol &ty Al slEdely Fo FF FA HolER A
A" TPWLLE BHEXE o83 F4 #7387 vuzsly v BHge] AdAnE F2 FH $AA
AEEE e B 3 AWz FASE A8 £ 7339 dolHE AASHTOCA AR A=
FAEH(H 5) AL AA{N AFEEE o83 HAgo] BF 100%0°]49 XEe]l A4AHARE FH A
A o] #Holth AJ71A FF A HOlES o8 A Qudt Quatel A ELAE Fol ATEEE °lF
& B9EY g e FAR SAHHE FFS Bt dE@A B dojEHE 7R FAH 24 R E

4 B ALY ASA AERoY Fo F 24 EHolBS He 59 UoHE PWLEHELE 3 37
stel Ul =2 T o] AEFH HE s RAT

zAlel 2
o] EEE ANHUWE R&D AH-AZe} Al - 45FA AMYNE BEFHFAC6~1D A7 Az

2dUch 2 @79 X9 gA=gU
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