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Asphalt Pavement Performance Prediction
Model Based on Gray System Theory

DU Erpeng'-?, MA Songlin®, JING Haimin®

(1. Department of Road and Traffic Engineering, Tongji University,
Shanghai 200092, China; 2. Tianjin Municipal Highway Administration
Bureau, Tianjin 300050, China; 3. College of Transportation, Harbin
Institute of Technology, Harbin 150090, China)

Abstract: Based on the method of the gray system theory. the
prediction models of pavement structure strength index,
pavement conditions index and the pavement roughness are
obtained respectively. The prediction models are validated and
modified through the actual road test data,and compared with
the traditional model of regression analysis. The results show
that for predicting such discrete target value of pavement
surface condition, the gray prediction method can improve the

accuracy -and meet the requirements of pavement performance

prediction.
Key words: highway maintenance; semi-rigid asphalt
pavement; pavement performance; prediction model;

gray theory

Wt 5 ] > B AR 14 A % T RS £ P 4

Weks HIH . 2009 - 04 - 27

AT 58 B B 2 2 FE A A5G [ 2 B 5 s iy 63 T b
22 (AASHTO) 058 I Ui » B9F 5 & 1Tl I k2 %k B o 11
RETE A MU EATIIESE - LI D Rl 17 22 [ R X
FESL T A5 [ B0 B T RE T AR T A S i o P A RE
AZ R BTTE » XA 00 BB R A5 F Bt L A K
THT 5 ) 7 i 22 DG R 2 )R v f T P 8 P 9000 %o
S TAT TR AP AR (R R DR SRR i vy Jf T 7 3P B Wk 2
HAT A B0 T . R i 10 A RE A AL Y
ENiEMOE RSk e AN TE A (SN EFSI e
SN L ROt o S R 3R T LR ) PR 3R BN ]
A AN TR A7 AE 25 57 H AT BRSO F B e LL5E 42
SE LT IX SE R R A AR 00 T AR R
FIALSE (4 81 )3 73 B 68 TR 947 00 » ¢ T 5580 i 8
P TC P PEFIAS 58 B P L R BR R A0 /0 1) 19 L
N BTG b 22 2 25

BEE R B RE A K0 R 58 RIS 55 45 i %
e T2 B P B v SR A B U R R
1982 AEHE I K 6 R G BB IR 2 — R 5T
ABICHE T S B R T I ) D7 3 T
“ERTEAVE B AR TR SRR I E R AR R
LB R GLIBATAT g 18 A R A TE A A A Rk
A IZ ISR IEA B AN B MR ST B
SR B STR A HL ORI A ) A R AT RERY
VRO AR GEAT O R A 1 B Bl 2 B 5 o R R A
ARSCHMFTIR 0 R GEPE - NIRBLICF 19 A BRI L B
B2 R ACEI R a4 R AL S K (B R G AR TR
IR Xof— S8 SC B 14 e PP BE 48 AR A Hh AR I A T
o

1 BT A REFEFRIE EX

AR 7 AF RN RS b » 22 MR B 0 7 % 1A 9 3

YEZ R AL M 1973—) I3 - Wb AR BRSO 0 DAy 5 TR AR BE AT PERERIT S - E-mail : dep2008@126. com



1162 7 9% 2% 2 RCH B2 D

% 38 %

FEARFLIE ) o B e 8% 1801 fF FH 5t J53 ) J LA S B8 A
R A 5 7 6 T {68 Y R TOUI 1) 5 AR A T 0 AT R R
A 45 PR TR P4 50 (SSD | 4% TR 108 46 %0 (PCD F1
B B8 T A 7 350 S5 o P PR B (o)
1.1 S REREIR
Wi I TR 5 B B (SSD) J e 1 % T 45 44 114 7K
AW RR/A W (1
SST = B 1T IO {EL/ i v AR 2 55 Ui (D
S8R T A DTS S IR T 45 45 0 J 2 o ik ) B 1
SER R R B T L5 B 1 1 R AR S AR AE— 2 1 N
FERRZR . 08 TN, B T 25T s e 17 3 B i 1) A A it
NI S 2 B e B TS DT AR 0 ) — > 2
W, P E TR A S 1 — AR AR B
A S5 T IR AR P AR XoF L AR A 6 T
PRt SR dE I R A B L R VE .
1.2 BERRIEE
8% TR 5 o S PR 00 2 R ) 2 4 7 3 1 5
e A I TRTBR 048 50 e T S8 SRR bl A
R AR B0, BT IR S5 KT
PCI=100- 15 » DR" "2 (2)
DR G BT 255 B 30 220 U075 B T A5
A A AR N S PR A T AR A A
1.3 HEITHRERY
BT AT 5 46 50 (RQD 15 [ B - % 3 45 %%
(IRDWEZR N
RQI=11.5-0.75 « IRI (3
— ek [ PR R R KU (IRD 5 H A H B £
S A S Fmi e ARSI o B T - B 4y 2548 bR (o)
REMECR ORI o 1y S % T8 47 3 o 1 4
B PR BSR4 T 0 4205 ) PR SN AR A o X 425
PUFE AT EEFE M B IR 2 A ELEEE

2 ETREELHMMERZE T

2.1 WMFE

JRABZR GRS R AR A B b R AR R T
T CR s R4 180 ) Tl 2o 2R B Al 2% L JE 7 #) %
PEFNBERLIE S5 1L - TS A6 R BA BUAR 1 Bl 5] » 1
TR T

TEALAT— A I R GE 00 K S e v Bt 15 ]
FERS » 45 2 AN W AT — L8 BEAL AL 3 sl Ak Bl A K ik
AZRGE ARG R A2 B2 00 L B 1 R LA
Poh. DR B IR A — B A5 2 A BUE A
XO b g AR 5 — 7 i BEE RERR

J& BRI R BRUCK B A REAR . TE AW AN TR
S RIS o B bt it 2 i a7 T BARA R A A o
RE S I 2 Ge 7 H R A RHES .

BARBGER O, R EER o,
X0 = (@, e® w00y BIh GML, 147 R
H IR AT R AL

FETF IR A 22 58 RSB RY (1 0 R A K £ T
BRI 43 A B850 F00 0 L ¢ A% T | 28755 00 41 b
T | 22 G0 00 A AR S B K 508 S

GM 1, DBEAI rh iy SR A F 5 TS S (42 4
R BB B SRS AR A Y O 2R L LA U0 P TR
FRI . BN E B2 R A N AL 1) BRI, & 1 A7
E 2 DX K o RS 55— i i A\ B o A S R A A
5 1 43 7K U o 02 X I K €8, 28 0 W0 o555 R R A 1)
HEAREN.
2.2 1ERRKXRKE

IR GM(1, DREEITE R, .

d:)cE%
dt

K, w ARG, 20 0 R R BER S 50 N
A v R/ N AR SR AT s ) N EIR S ) &
ot B InAE B BEAR B R R R S R AR

SRS . X = (XO L XG0 XO) )2 bl
LR RPRRL 4

k
X = D X0, (5)
m=1

— R EM AR EHEIES X0 = {XE . XE s
XO) b T o= N AL BRS 5 B  51) BEATL M K bl
1L

FESEBRTF T — R 5~ 8 A~ Bt k47 3
0 S0 R 22 ) 27 SR R HR) UL 1R 2 » S T R
JEE . GM(1. D BERIBRIH G438 » 4 20K B0 15 B S 7R
BB LA R b 8 R T X Rl AR

+oaxd) = u 4

3 R&TE{E AT RE T B 4 A

IS T LA ] — ol L ¢ 1 235 4 1) 22 2 % A )t
FEH0I Z0A7 5 . 2% 28 I T 445 ) LA 05 T8 1 T 22 A
BN WREE N 10 cm(4 em gk
JZ+6 e MR U2 8K 3 em 4k R w2 + 7
em LR HZ) L 382 18~20 cm 7K I8 Cf1 JKH
MV FRE WA IR JZ R 30 em A KR £ 41
JHRT % T 568 S5 2R 0 % T OR D0 i ORI [ 1 P B
137 BAHT



5 8 14

Kk TG L S5 T (0 FR 5 RV B 155 T S TP A RE S 1163

3.1 fERMERERN
311 R
SRS T 5 5 09 SRR R S P L3R 1.

F1 BREREEHS RitiREHX SRR
Tab.1 Actual test data of pavement strength index and

equivalent standard axle loads

FAhy 1998 2001 2002 2002 2002 2002
R BEFR AL 0.84 0.50 0.68 0.53 0.37 0.31

ENRaR i .
wl0r 047 208 107 112 2.59 2.6

FAhy 2003 2003 2003 2004 2004 2004
PR AL 0.55 0.67 0.30 0.38 0.52 0.23

AR ER
w107 L7 2200 3.21 2.36 3.40 3.8
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Tab.2 Predicted data of pavement strength index and
equivalent standard axle loads by gray theory

o SR RITRRIERIK/ 107 K
T SRR BN AR % SR BN HIAT ) %
1 0.84 0.84 0 0.47  0.47 0

2 0.68 0.66 -2.5 1.07  1.22 14.5

3 0.53  0.59 11.1 1.12  1.41 25.6

4 0.55 0.52 -5.6 1.73  1.62 -5.9

5 0.50 0.46 -8.5 2.08 1.87 -10.2

6 0.38 0.41 6.6 2.36  2.16 -8.7

7 0.37  0.36 -3.2 2.59  2.49 -4.1

8 0.31  0.32 2.6 2.61  2.86 9.9

9 0.30 0.28 —4.2 3.21  3.30 2.8
10 0.23  0.25 9.1 3.85 3.80 -1.1
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Fig.1 Variation of pavement strength Fig.2
index with equivalent standard

axle loads axle loads
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index with equivalent standard

Variation of pavement conditions Fig.3 Variation of pavement rough-

ness with equivalent standard

axle loads
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Tab.3 Comparison of traditional model and gray

prediction model ( SSI)

Ea, 15 B K

REMBULT sot aom nti/n 4 AIROE/%
0.47 0.34 0.79 -6.0 1.10 31.5
1.07 0.68 0.66 -3.7 0.63 -8.0
1.12 0.53 0.64 21.9 0.60 14.4
1.73 0.55 0.54 -2.9 0.45 -18.5
2.08 0.50 0.48 -4.7 0.39 -21.7
2.36 0.38 0.44 15.1 0.36 -5.5
2.59 0.37 0.41 10.0 0.34 -9.2
2.61 0.31 0.41 31.0 0.34 8.3
3.21 0.30 0.34 14.8 0.29 -1.1
3.85 0.23 0.28 21.5 0.26 12.2
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Tab.4 Comparison of traditional model and gray
prediction model (PCI)

SRl 1 Bl KeaH
BRI PO AR A% R A%
0 100.00 111.86 11.9 113.50 13.5
0.52 91.60 91.47 -0.1 93.10 1.6
0.85 89.20 80.59 -9.7 82.18 -7.9
1.20 87.30 70.45 -19.3 71.99 -17.5
1.75 50.74 56.97 12.3 58.41 15.1
2.03 45.00 51.03 13.4 52.41 16.5
2.20 45.00 47.92 6.5 49.26 9.5
2.32 45.00 45.66 1.5 46.97 4.4
2.48 45.00 42.89 —4.7 44.16 -1.9
2.53 45.00 42.10 -6.4 43.36 -3.6
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Tab.5 Comparison of traditional model and gray

prediction model ()

Sebrfi T B K
BOMEUNY om0 HRHS2/% AR/ %
0.45 0.95 1.27 33.3 0.81 -14.3
0.63 1.04 1.36 30.3 0.96 -8.5
0.94 0.96 1.53 58.5 1.16 20.3
1.12 1.26 1.63 28.9 1.26 0.2
1.64 1.41 1.90 34.7 1.52 7.4
1.73 1.63 1.95 19.7 1.56 -4.5
2.90 1.79 2.58 43.8 2.00 11.4
3.03 2.37 2.65 11.9 2.04 -13.8
4.11 2.22 3.23 45.4 2.36 6.5
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