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Fig.4 Comparison of Measured Deflections
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by Benkelman Beam and the FWD
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Fig.5 Comparison of Measured and

Calculated Surface Deflections
(National Highway No.8)

Distance from the Loading Point (cm}
0 50 100 150

T T T T T T T T T

o

v

Deflection (1/10 mm)

++»+ Measured
——- Analysis

ig.6 Comparison of Measured and
Calculated Surface Deflections
(National Highway No.404)



