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BMD Implementation (August 2022)
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BMD Implementation Approaches

* Vary greatly among the 14 BMD states

* Applications
« Specialty mixes or projects (e.g., California, New Jersey)
« High RAP mixes (e.g., Virginia)
« All mixes (e.g., lllinois, Louisiana, Texas)

« Expected benefits
e Overall improvement in pavement condition
« Improved mix quality & performance
« Optimized use of recycled materials

THIS WAY




Pre-BMD Implementation (August 2022)
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Selection of Rutting Tests among BMD States
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Selection of Cracking Tests among BMD States
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Most Popular ‘BMD Tests’ Combo

HWTT for Rutting IDEAL-CT for Cracking

These two tests are NOT perfect, but they do correlate to pavement
performance much better than volumetrics



Thank You

Questions?




	Balanced Mix Design Symposium
	BMD Implementation (August 2022)
	BMD Implementation Approaches
	Pre-BMD Implementation (August 2022)
	Selection of Rutting Tests among BMD States
	Selection of Cracking Tests among BMD States
	Most Popular ‘BMD Tests’ Combo
	Questions?

