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ALF Testing Status (Jan. 05)
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Completed Completed
Rutting Test Shakedown Test - Fatigue Test

- Initial Strain Measurements: Complete

- Rutting Tests: All 12 Lanes Complete

- Fatigue Tests: Lanes 1, 2, 4, and 5 Complete
- Current Fatigue Tests: Lanes 3 and 6
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Repeated Load, Creep Testing Holds
~ the Greatest Promise, currently...
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Impertfection should never
stall implementation.
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