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Bridge Approach Index (BI)

Bridge Approach Index (BI) f® AMUAIANT I Profile Grade 3¥MANAIMIIATNLI
ACLERR (As-Built Drawing) 8¢ Profile Grade @ ﬁﬁ]i}ﬁ’u M1IAITANNE1IVD Approach Slab
(White et al., 2005) Saaalunnii 3.9 1 BI UAAINUANVVFUTTINUTNAFINAAS WY
White et al. (2005) Ja51z¥itoyn IRI, ANW3ANV0IRTUA (Ride Quality Rating) 1Az BI 104

[ 1 4 3
azmulusylolodn uazigusinaainis1daziun (Rating Criteria) ANUAZAINAVIDUULIU-AI
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MNA 3.9 #10819M133ATILH Bridge Approach Index, BI (White et al., 2005)

Bndge
Approach
Index

02 4

0.4 4

-0.6 4

-0.8 4 -
Lo

Approach slab elevation relative to bridge (ft)

Distance away from the bridge (m)
5 10 15 20 25
L N N " L 5,00
Original profile

-0.05
L -0.10
Current profile | 445

-0.20

Morth end
South end

-0.25

T T T T T T — -0.30
] 20 30 40 50 60 70 &0

Distance away from the bridge (ft)

248 (4.0) = IRL,,, = 380 (6.0) 4‘ Rating: Fair

—{ 381 (6.1) =IRI, <507 (8.0) }—‘ Rating: Poor |

Rating: Very poor

=0.016 (0.006)

IRL,,, <379 (5.9)

Rating: Poor

001710 0.115
{0.007 to 0.035)

IRI,.. = 380 (6.0) Rating: Very poor

=0.116 (0.036)

Ratmg: Very poor

*Bridge Approach Index, ft (m)
*IRI, in/fmi (m/km)

~ P ) 92 o A 2 R
MNN 310 nasimsIdazuuuaNIan lumsvuIvazyu-asazniulaslydnn IRT tag B

(White et al., 2005)

Approach slab elevation relative to bridge (m)
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YFnamsnadifiiuanmianazaua1ayy (Profile Slope)
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Yo A o

aAFUUTNUFE@IAaE Y Fedawanenu liazainauieveddiud awdaaluaisied 3.4
H H Y

uaz 3.5 ANAIAY  nasimmsngasandawanu lidagainaueve s vuT vaziu-as aywiu

911529 5.1 cm 099.9 cm  (Walkinshaw, 1978; Bozozuk, 1978; Hearn, 1995) Soe (2003) tdU®

L 9 ' Yo A X o A

s lums Idazuuuanu liazainauisve sdiud yuzu-ag azwivnndSuamsngaain

uANAIAdL A lun13199 3.6 HazMANUAIAFUVTNTIDIAdLHIY Ndawandy i

o 1 1

AzAINAIOVRIRUUUTIA g 11UFI9 1/250 §19 1/200 (Moulton et al., 1985; Wahls, 1990; Stark et al.,

'
v A

Y v
1995; Long et al., 1998) 40NN Hearn (1995) 1yuon1 S/S, > 1/3 lagii S, Av AINITNFAAII
HANANVYDIAZHIULALOUY LAT S, AD ALNAINMINFAAIUSNUTIAIATT NI
Briaud et al.(1997) l@iauen500ALUUANNE1IVEA Approach Slab TaglHnaaininim

MATUUTNATIAATEWIU 1/200 Tasmviuald
L 2200(s, —s,) (3.1

Taghi L Ao A21W819U03 Approach Slab, s, o AIMTNTAAIVOIAUNN, s, 7O AINITNTAAIVOI

FIUINNASNIU

Y
= =

M3197 3.4 AIMINTAMNAINANTZNUADRVUY VUSUU-BI AT

U

N9y AMINTAAINUANANFITINANTENUUULTU-DITZ NI
Walkinshaw (1978) 6.35cm (2.5")
Bozozuk (1978) 9.9 cm (3.9") TuuuIAg

5.1 em (2") Tuuunsu

Hearn (1995) S/S,, >1/3
S, = MMINFAAINUANANYDIASWIUHAS DU

S, = ANUNAININGAAIUTIUTIAIATENIY
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M9199 3.5 MANUAATUNAIHANTENUADAVVY VUZUU-8 AZWIY

QU

(%

v Y
N9 mmmawﬁ’u@mqwamwmmﬁu-maxwm

Moulton et al. (1985) 1/250 (Continuous-Span Bridge)

1/200 (Simply-Support Bridge)

Wahls (1990) 1/200
Stark et al. (1995) 1/200
Long et al. (1998) 1/200

. 1 (% 4 1 [} ) 1 Y v { 1
M351971 3.6 AINTNTAAINUANANAUNAINANTZNUADKVVY YULYU-89 TZW1Y (Soe, 2003)

3ZAY GRGRIIRE AMINTAAINUANAN (cm)

19

1 lug@nmsnszumn 0.0
3

2 Sananiloe 25

3 Fanthunag 5.0

Y= Y ' o a
4 §Ann (FeerouinguFiaia) 7.5
5 $dnliaoans >7.5
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a J
3.3.2 M3ANI1ZH1D Response-Type Road Roughness Measuring System (RTRRMS)
msUsziiunnuasvszuazany ldagzainauielun1sdudl @1w150A52980UIN

AN ANVOIRTLY 1309152 UVATIVIANGEENI1 Response-Type Road Roughness Measuring

9
U

o 2 A 4 @
Systems (RTRRMS) °1uﬁm;uu High Speed Inertial Profilometer G?Nﬂﬂmqﬂﬂ‘i o Laser 1A758Y
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Present Serviceability Rating (PSR) tta2 Present Serviceability Index (PSI)
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PSI=5.41—1.78 log 148V ) —0.09/C+P (3.3)
Tgil
SV = Slope Variance of Road Profile
RD = Mean Rut Depth
C = Crack Index
P = Patching Index

Local Roughness Index (LRI) ttag Post-Speed Local Roughness Index (LRI, )
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3199 3.9 Myszyanu TG euvesRaniaIaea Jolt tag IRI (Yu et al., 2006)

IRI Threshold at Different Speeds (units: mkm)

Rade Quality Jolt (m/'s%) 120kmh 100 kmv'h 80 kmh 70 km'h 60 km'h
Verv good 6.5 =095 ~1.14 <143 =1.63 ~1.90
Good 10.2 0.95-1.49 1.14-1.79 1.43-2.24 1.63-2.57 1.90-2.99
Fau 129 1.50-1.89 1.80-2.27 2.25-284 2.58-325 3.00-3.79
Mediocre 154 1.90-2.70 2.28-3.24 285405 3.26-4.63 3.80-5.40
Poor =184 =270 324 =405 463 540

50kmh 40kmh 30kmh 20 kmvh 10 km'h
Verv good “6.5 =2.28 =2.86 =330 =5.72 ~11.44
Good 10.2 2.28-3.59 2.86-449 3.80-5.99 5.72-8.99 11.44-17.99
Fair 129 3.60-4.54 4.50-5.69 6.00-7.59 9.00-11.39 18.00-22.79
Mediocre 154 4.55-6.25 5.70-8.08 7.60-10.50 11.40-16.16 22.80-32.32
Poor =184 =6.25 -8.08 =10.80 16.16 -32.32

IRI Threshold at Different Speeds (units: m./'mu)
Ride Quality Jolt (ft'sf) 75 mph 65 nmiph 55 mph 50 mph 45 mph
Verv good =21.3 =60 =69 <82 =90 =100
Good 335 60-94 69-109 82-129 90-142 100-157
Fair 423 95-119 110-138 130-163 143-179 158-199
Mediocre 604 120-170 139-196 164-232 180-254 200-283
Poor =604 =170 196 =232 255 283

40 mph 35 mph 30 mph 25 mph 15 mph
Verv good 21.3 =113 =129 <150 =180 =300
Good 335 113-177 129-203 150-237 180-284 300-474
Fau 423 178-224 204-236 238-299 285-359 475-599
Mediocre 604 225-318 257-364 300425 360-510 600-850
Poor =604 =319 "364 =325 510 850
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